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Goa: The Administration’s policy of pursuing a 
ensure resolution in the United Nations against 
ndia for her massive and brutal assault on Goa 
s seen here as small comfort to Portugal. Positive 
| action by the UN is held highly unlikely, particu- 
| larly since the Security Council is headed by Soviet 
| delegate Valerian Zorin (who cast a veto against 
ction directed at India), and since the Acting 
Secretary-General is U Thant, the Burmese delegate 
who has been huddling close to his Soviet advisers 
' for policy. (See HUMAN EVENTS last week on 
U Thant.) 


The real nub of the Goa crisis, according to 
' observers here, is not India, but the State Depart- 
'ment’s virulent anti-“colonialist” policies, which 
have whetted neutralist appetite for territories 
under Western control. This is typified by new 
policy planning chieftain Walt W. Rostow, who has 
called for a “speed-up” in ending Western Euro- 
pean overseas possessions. State has long waged 
war against Portuguese overseas territories, as 
witness Adlai Stevenson’s recent votes against 
| Portugal in the UN on Angola. 


LS SELLE SER RTE OS era 


This policy prompted former Under Secretary of 
State Robert D. Murphy to accuse the Kennedy 
_ Administration of treating Portugal in a “cavalier 
manner” and of backing “Afro-Asian interests” 
over those of our European allies. In stark con- 
trast to Dulles, who on December 7, 1955, claimed 
_ Goa was a “province of Portugal,” thus putting the 
US squarely behind our NATO ally, this Admini- 
stration has been pressuring Portugal to evacuate 
_@ province she has held for over four centuries. 
E New York Daily News columnist Ted Lewis claims 
_ that even as Kennedy was warning Nehru against 
" using force, the President was undercutting his 
_ own case by suggesting the US viewed Goa as a 
“eolony” which should not be in Portuguese hands. 
! The campaign by left-wingers in the State Depart- 
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ment against Portuguese Angola has been even 
more pronounced. 


The upshot of the Administration’s policy toward 
Portugai has prompted officials of this Western 
ally to say that Portugal is seriously re-evaluating 
its ties to NATO. (Goa is actually supposed to be 
protected under Article 4 of the NATO treaty.) 
Extreme anti-American reaction has been displayed 
by the Portuguese, who threatened the American 
Embassy in Lisbon. 


Vigorous world indignation against Nehru’s 
military aggression—even Washington Post car- 
toonist Herblock portrayed Nehru as_ having 
plunged a knife into his own conscience—should 
cause Congress an “agonizing reappraisal” of aid 
to India, aid which the State Department claims is 
necessary to get India to stand up to the Com- 
munists. According to a UPI dispatch of De- 
cember 18, Nehru actually cleared his actions with 
the President of the Soviet Union, Leonid Brez- 
hnev, who had been visiting Bombay. It is further 
suggested in some quarters that any future aid 
to India should be subject to the condition 
that Nehru, once and for all, get rid of his odious 
Soviet-oriented Defense Minister, Krishna Menon, 
a close confidant. Menon has been accused by 
India’s generals of failing to build up defenses 
against the Red Chinese at the Tibetan border, 
while bearing down hard on Pakistan and Portugal, 
both of which are in the free world camp. 


Red China: While the American press has hailed 
Adlai Stevenson and the Administration for keep- 
ing Red China out of the UN another year, many 
informed sources feel the US government has won 
a Pyrrhic victory. 


Instead of boldly threatening to withdraw US 
aid to the UN if Red China were admitted, the 
Administration chose to buy off a motley group of 
nations in the world body. 


The price paid for keeping Red China out of the 
UN was a pound of flesh close to Uncle Sam’s 
heart. It involved, in one case, reversing a long- 
standing US policy by having the US back a move 
to bring Soviet puppet Outer Mongolia into the 
UN. (When some of the Afro-Asian members 
threatened to vote for Red China’s admission unless 
Mauretania were admitted, and when the Soviets 
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said Mauretania would never be admitted unless 
Outer Mongolia were also taken in, the US bowed 
to the blackmail and supported Mongolia’s member- 
ship bid.) 


The “neutrals,” according to the press reports, 
also voted with the US on Red China because they 
were impressed by US willingness to support— 
against the policy of NATO allies—the UN war 
against Katanga. 


The Russians themselves, as New York Times 
reporter Thomas Hamilton said last week, refused 
to press very hard for Red China’s admission, 
despite Zorin’s forensic pyrotechnics. While some 
have attributed this to the Sino-Soviet split, others 
say that Red China’s admission would have set off 
such a storm of indignation in the United States 
that the US might have to pull out of the UN. 
With the UN doing the handiwork of Moscow, the 
Russians, it is felt, do not wish to see the organi- 
zation go under at this time. 


Nor has the vote convinced the people that the 
Administration is now firmly against Red China’s 
admission. After all, UN Ambassador Stevenson, 
eloquent though he was in debate, has declared 
in the past—as the Afro-Asians embarrassingly 
showed—he favors a form of UN recognition for 
Red China. And the new head of the State Depart- 
ment’s Policy Planning Board, Dr. Walt Whit- 
man Rostow, agrees: In his book, An American 
Policy in Asia, Rostow declares (page 55): “There 
would be little reason to withhold recognition if the 
Chinese Communists were to accept Formosa’s 
independent status in the Free World.” And that 
seems to be his only condition. 


General Walker: Representative Frank Becker 
(R.-N.Y.), just back from a European fact-finding 
tour, reports on the case of former Major General 
Edwin A. Walker. 


“His program was not designed merely to in- 
doctrinate his troops in Communist tactics and cold 
war maneuvers; it was also a lesson in pro- 
Americanism. 


“T learned from speaking with many of his men 
that they thought it was an excellent program, and 
despite the all-too-eager accounts of the pseudo- 
liberal press, it had nothing to do whatsoever with 
the John Birch Society. 


“Parenthetically, it is strange that this pseudo- 
liberal press, which constantly castigates the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities by 
demanding the right of the accused to face his 
accusers, has not come to the defense of General 
Walker—and he’s fighting on the side of America. 


“Having had the opportunity of talking to the 
young Americans in uniform who were involved, 
I found no evidence except hearsay for the grounds 
on which General Walker was dismissed. 


“Few Americans realize, I am sure, that the 
charges levelled against General Walker were 
based on an alleged talk he made 18 months before 
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he was attacked by the newspaper, the Overseas 
Weekly. Why did 18 months elapse before it was 
decided that he should be hounded out of his com- 
mand? This is a vital question and, based on the 
information I gathered firsthand, I believe it is 
terribly important that a full scale investigation be 
instituted to bring out all the aspects of this case 
and air it in the public forum.” 


The 20-Hour Week: Organized labor’s con- 
temptuous rejection of President Kennedy’s plea 
for moderation in wage demands and for full pro- 
duction in a time of national crisis is capped by 
the announced determination of New York City 
members of the International Brotherhood of 
Electrical Workers to strike on New Year’s Day, 
The strike will be called unless they can reduce 
their workweek from 30 to 20 hours with an hourly 
wage increase of 40 cents above the present $4.40, 


Under the proposal, the electricians would make 
less for 20 hours than they now do for 30 hours, 
but would expect to make up the difference in 
time-and-one-half for overtime (which probably 
would be needed in large quantities), and in 
greater benefits. 


The striking power of this union has_ been 
demonstrated. It is backed by other New York 
City unions which want a shorter workweek, and 
less formally by other unions elsewhere, notably 
the auto workers led by Walter Reuther. This 
puts up to the Kennedy Administration the 
question of continuing a soft policy with its union 
political allies or of standing up for the public 
interest. 


Farm Bureau Speaks: At its annual conven- 
tion in Chicago last week the American Farm 
Bureau had more on its mind than the price of 
corn. 


Besides reaffirming its opposition to increased 
government control of agriculture, the farmers 
passed a resolution expressing regret that retired 
Major General Edwin A. Walker had been cen- 
sured “for encouraging and conducting pro- 
American education.” The Bureau advocated “a 
program of education for the armed services re- 
garding the dangers of communism and socialism.” 


The organization which represents 1,600,000 farm 
families, resolved to support congressional com- 
mittees investigating communism. It also opposed 
increasing federal controls and took a strong stand 
in favor of States Rights. 


The Supermarket Kid: Lasi week Agriculture 
Secretary Orville Freeman—perhaps vying with 
Stewart Udall for the title of top clown of the 
New Frontier—barged into an Arlington, Virginia, 
supermarket and began telling the shoppers that 
they never had it so good. 


Stationing himself at a check-out counter, Free- 
man told the customers that “food really is the 
cheapest thing we can buy. The cost of food 
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hasn’t gone up nearly as fast as the rest of the 
things in our standard of living.” 


At that, a retired Navy captain in the crowd 
laid into Freeman, calling his statements “a lot of 
bunk.” He told the Secretary that he would be 
better off to start worrying about inflation, that 
inflation has reduced the captain’s insurance estate 
to about 45 per cent of what it should be. To 
this Freeman had no answer and presently de- 
parted for Washington, possibly to one of those 
inexpensive little dinners they serve at the White 
House these days. 


Louisiana By-Election: 
election in the Shreveport, Louisiana, district, won 


by 48-year-old ‘“anti-Kennedy” Democrat Joe 
Waggoner, was a contest between two strong 
conservatives. Republican candidate Charlton H. 
Lyons, an oilman and civic leader, got 45 per cent 
of the vote in a district with a 97 per cent Demo- 
cratic registration. The 1960 GOP candidate re- 
ceived 25 per cent of the vote. 


Waggoner repeatedly promised that he would 
“never cast a New Frontier vote” if elected. He 
was a member of the Bossier Parish school board 
when it rejected federal aid in 1959. 


Congressman Bob Wilson (R.-Calif.), Chairman 
of the Republican Congressional Committee, stated 
that “The closeness.of the congressional election 
in the 4th District of Louisiana, coupled with 
Republican gains across the South from the Con- 
gress to the courthouse, proves conclusively that 
the two-party system is now a reality in the South. 
Never again will the Democratic party be able to 
take Dixie for granted.” 


Congo: The Administration’s arrangement of a 
meeting between central Congolese leader Cyrille 
Adoula and Katanga President Moise Tshombe is 
seen by diplomatic observers here as nothing more 
than a US effort to perform a shotgun marriage 
ceremony, forcing Katanga to merge with the 
central government. 


US Ambassador to the Congo Edmund Gullion, 


as reported by Washington Post correspondent: 


Russell Howe, has told Tshombe the conditions for 
a cease-fire against Katanga are the following: a 
dismissal of the so-called “mercenaries” (many 
of them actually consider Katanga their home), 
“re-incorporation of Katanga in the Congo,” and 
emasculation of Tshombe’s powers. The US made 
its stand on the Congo even more pronounced last 
week when the President’s special adviser, Chester 
Bowles, broadly hinted on a TV program that if 
the UN doesn’t succeed in bringing Katanga under 
the control of the central government, the US 
should “unilaterally” force Tshombe to heel. 


Former Vice President Nixon voiced the feelings 
of many in Washington in a column last week when 
he said, in effect, it would be completely foolhardy 
to support a move to put the anti-Red province of 
Katanga under control of the heavily Communist 
infiltrated central government. 


DECEMBER 29, 196] 





Volta Dam: 


The congressional by- | 






Senator Thomas Dodd (D.-Conn.) said, after his 
brief visit to the Congo, that it was totally “im- 
practical” for the UN to use “naked aggression” 
against Katanga. He said he would press for a 
Senate investigation of United Nations policy in 
the Congo. 


Former President Herbert Hoover endorsed 
Dodd’s position on Katanga and condemned US 
support of troop operations there. 


The United States announced last 
week it would finally lend $133 million to Ghana 
to help that country construct a dam on the Volta 
River and an aluminum smelter plant. 


Senator Albert Gore (D.-Tenn.), Chairman of 
the African Affairs Subcommittee of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, termed the proposed 
aid “most unfortunate, the wrong kind in the 
wrong place.” By extending this “massive aid to 
Ghana,” said Gore, “we support and strengthen a 
regime that is not only suppressing individual 
freedom, but one which is oriented toward Com- 
munist Russia and Red China.” 


While the project was supposedly approved by 
steel executive Clarence Randall after a personal 
tour of Ghana at the behest of the President, 
reliable sources tell HUMAN EVENTs that the Presi- 
dent had asked Randall to approve the loan, since 
Kennedy had committed himself to the project some 
time ago. The President, without businessman 
Randall’s approval, would have found it harder to 
sell the public on a loan to Ghana, which has 


~ worked against Western interests in Africa. 


Senator Gore, however, has challenged the eco- 
nomic as well as the political justification for the 
loan. Gore said there “is no economic justification 
for construction of a hydro-electric project capable 
of producing five million kilowatts in a country 
which now only uses 40,000.” Experts on Ghana 
also estimate the country won’t use much more 
than the present rate five years hence. It is also 
pointed out that a loan to Ghana to build an 
aluminum plant makes little sense, as there is a 
glut on the world aluminum market already. 


Aid to Poland: The Administration has quietly 
signed a deal with the Communist government of 
Poland, granting the Poles $45 million in trade 
credits. (1 


This brings to: more than half a billion dollars 
the aid dispatchedifo Poland in the futile hope that 
nation can be weaned away from Mother Russia. 








ALBERT J. LINDSEY, Minister, 
First Presbyterian Church, Ta- 
coma, Washington: “Each week 
HUMAN EVENTS gives me late 
factual material especially related 
to our nation and way of life. In 
this hour of regimentation and 
brainwashing, with our liberties 
and freedoms slowly but surely 
being taken away, HUMAN EVENTS 
serves as a vital informative 
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The Chicago Sun-Times noted in a news dispatch: 
“Regarding the future of Germany, the Poles are 
pursuing a policy acutely at variance with that of 
the United States.” 


Secretary of State Rusk is reported to have told 
Polish Foreign Minister Rapacki on October 10 
that ‘“‘we understand the Polish concern regarding 
Germany.” 


The US grant shocked many American allies. 
The ambassador from a staunchly anti-Communist 
Far Eastern country told HUMAN EVENTs: 


“This is hard to understand. On every conceiv- 
able issue the Poles have gone down the line with 
the Soviets, in and out of the United Nations. Yet 
they find themselves rewarded for their actions. 
It is beyond our comprehension.” 


Benson on Reds: Ezra Taft Benson, Secretary 
of Agriculture under President Eisenhower, fired on 
the Kennedy Administration recently with both 
barrels. In a speech given in Los Angeles before 
“Project Alert,” a school on anti-communism, Ben- 
son charged the paramount issue facing America 
today was the “alliance” between “advanced social 
democrats” and hard-core Communists in trying to 
foist “swcialism” on America. Benson charged the 
Communists were using the “social democrats” (a 
term obviously aimed at the ADA crowd) to pave 
the way for a Communist takeover. 


In 1953, charged Benson, the Jenner Committee 
warned that Communists, their sympathizers, and 
appeasers had penetrated all levels of government. 


“Eight years have passed since that warning was 
given, but the American people have not yet 
insisted upon the housecleaning which is so long 
overdue.” 


Capitol Camera: On the same day that India 
raised its flag over the conquered Portuguese prov- 
ince of Goa, the US cast a vote in the General 
Assembly to “condemn” Portugal for retaining its 
overseas territories. 


e¢ Washington Post reporter Robert H. Esta- 
brook reports the following from Europe: “Paris 
Presse, a newspaper close to the Elysee Palace, had 
an article ... observing that de Gaulle mistrusts 
Kennedy more than he fears Khrushchev. He seem- 
ingly foresees a meeting between Messrs. Kennedy 
and Khrushchev resulting in a new Yalta.” 


e Last September Congressman John Ashbrook 
(R.-Ohio) introduced a bill to “suspend all pay- 
ments and contributions by the United States and 
its constituent agencies pending the completion of 
an investigation by a joint congressional committee 
of United Nations operations in the Congo.” In 
view of the current Katanga disgrace, Ashbrook 
is expected to reintroduce the bill. 
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¢ In Western European capitals it is reported © 
that US Ambassador John K. Galbraith is telling — 
German diplomats that as far as German reunifi- — 
cation (that is, self-determination for Germans) ig © 
concerned, there is no reason for the US to risk 
a conflict with Russia, since Germany has twice in © 
this half-century provoked world wars and got all — 
She deserved. When Germans remind the “egg. = 
head” that the US had urged the Bonn government | 
to rearm and oppose Russia, he has nothing to © 
say. 


(D.-Ohio), a ~ 


e Representative Wayne Hays 
member of the House Foreign Affairs Committee, ~ 
said he has been told the East German police are 
under orders to do nothing if the West tries to © 
tear down the Berlin wall. Hays declares he was | 
told this by two East German policemen who had | 
defected to the West. 


e Katanga President Moise Tshombe has ac- © 
cepted an invitation to speak to a conservative | 
youth rally in Madison Square Garden in March. 
The rally is sponsored by Young Americans for ~ 
Freedom, a national group claiming more than © 
20,000 members. 


e The situation in Laos has not been improved | 
by Harriman’s handling. Military advisers there | 
say the State Department has sold out, refused to © 
give adequate backing to Phoumi Nosavan, leader — 
of the Western-oriented forces. Harriman said last ~ 
week the Laos truce depends on “the ability of 7 
Khrushchev” to “persuade” North Vietnam and | 
Red China against Red aggression. Observers here = 
say they would find this amusing, if it weren’t so | 
tragic. Reason: the Soviet Union has been — 
supplying the weapons to the Red guerrilla forces. — 


e Reports persist that Ohio Democratic Gov- 
ernor Mike DiSalle will step down to take a post 
with the Administration. DiSalle has announced 
that he will not stand for re-election and leading 
Democrats would like to get him out of the state, 
as he is considered a political liability. 
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Boineau, Kohler To Tell How They Won 
At HUMAN EVENTS Conference 


a OF THE SOUTH’S young conservative 
Republicans who helped make political history 
in 1961 will be among the featured speakers at 
the Third HUMAN EVENTS Political Action Con- 
ference January 5-6, 1962. 


One of them stunned South Carolina Democrats 
when he won a special election in August and be- 
came the first Republican to serve in the Palmetto 
State’s House of Representatives. He was Charles E. 
Boineau, Jr. 





Virtually the same thing occurred again in Texas 
on November 18 when a young Amarillo clothier, 
Kenneth Kohler, won another special election and 
became the second Republican to serve in Texas’ 
House of Representatives. 


These two young conservatives will engage in a 
discussion during the conference and tell how they 
won their respective elections. (Reservations are 
still being accepted. Turn the page for more in- 


BOINEAU KOHLER 


formation. ) 


THE KOHLER STORY 





Assured by influential Democrats that he could not 
possibly win, 31-year-old Kenneth Kohler of Ama- 
' rillo nevertheless defeated three Democratic party candi- 
dates to become the first Republican ever to represent 
' Potter County in the Texas Legislature. 


From the outset, Kohler’s campaign was aggres- 
sively conservative. ‘I want the Federal government 
to get its long, expensive nose out of the business 
of citizens of the Panhandle... ,’’ Kohler asserted. 


“The one underlying principle on which I base my 
request for your vote is that governments are formed 
_to protect their citizens, not to provide for them... ,” 
| he repeatedly declared. 


_ In his campaign he told voters to “‘vote for the only 
' candidate whose party will permit him to be acon- 
| servative.”’ 


| The vote was light: only 5,057 ballots from 22,000 
_ eligible voters. 


' But Democrats gained little solace from this since 
' Kohler pulled almost exactly the same percentage of 
| the total as did Senator John G. Tower (R.-Texas) 
'when he ran against 70-odd Democrats last spring. 


Tower polled 45.3 per cent of the total county vote 
against his five top competitors. Kohler’s percentage 
' against the three Democrats was 43.146 of the total. 
Of the 35 precincts, Kohler led in 19 and was tied in 
' another. 


The principal weakness of the GOP campaign was 
a shortage of money. One of the Democrats, calling 
herself a conservative Democrat, seemed to have an 
almost limitless supply. The liberal Democrat was 
supported by the AFL-CIO treasury, which supplied 
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him with all his printing and contributed to his cam- 
paign fund. 


Kohler visited civic clubs, professional associations 
and wherever crowds assembled. His ready smile and 
obvious sincerity stood him in good stead, campaign 
aides reported. 


Another GOP advantage was the brand-new precinct 
organization of the Republican party. As a result of 
the two Tower campaigns in the spring, names and 
addresses of Republican and conservative voters were 
learned through a comprehensive telephone canvass. 


Precinct chairmen, block chairmen and dozens of 
GOP volunteers rang thousands of doorbells and made 
thousands of telephone calls. On the day of the election, 
an effort was made to contact those voters known to 
support Kohler and to encourage them to vote. 


Because of this work done in the precincts, the Potter 
County GOP organization will be much stronger next 
year. And its members make no secret of their long- 
range plans. Bumper stickers and lapel pins all over 
the county of 115,000 persons proudly declare: ‘‘Gold- 
water in 64.” 





THE BOINEAU STORY 
Charles E. Boineau, Jr., a 37-year-old trucking 
company executive, was elected to the South Caro- 
lina House of Representatives on August 8. (See 
**Republican Wins in South Carolina,” HUMAN 
EVENTS, August 25, 1961.) Boineau, who at- 
tended the Second HUMAN EVENTS Political 
Action Conference last July 14-15, thus became 
the FIRST Republican elected to the State Legis- 
lature—a victory made even more miraculous be- 
cause it occurred in Richland county, seat of Co- 
lumbia, the state capital. ‘“‘We’ve done the impos- 

sible,” Boineau said after his victory. 
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HUMAN EVENTS Conference Will Play 
Major Part in 1962 Elections 





“The historical failing of conservatives in politics is inaction.” This 

statement, made by one of today’s leading political strategists, is 
oat the most succinct explanation of the growth of the Welfare State, - ecg 
<h-itee tuk One-Worldism and powerful centralized government. Unless the of South Carolina 


advance is stopped, you can soon write the epitaph for the Republic. 


The 1962 Congressional elections could be the turning point— 
reversing the tide of New Frontier Socialism. 


To accomplish this, you must inspire, inform and activate those 
| whose help will be needed. The theme of the Third HUMAN EVENTS 
maaecaiaiive Political Action Conference is “What You Can Do To Help Conservatives Reptantaielins 
Bob Wilson Win in 1962.” In speeches and searching question-and-answer Albert Quie 
of California sessions, leading members of Congress and other prominent authorities of Minnesota 


will provide the, WHO, WHAT, HOW and WHEN of effective political 
action. 


A DELEGATION FROM YOUR AREA ATTENDING THE CONFERENCE 
COULD CONTRIBUTE THE CRITICAL MARGIN OF VICTORY. BEGIN NOW 
TO ORGANIZE SUCH A GROUP. 


Representative Representative 
Durward G. Hall James E. Bromwell 
of Missouri of lowa 


Representative Jack Cox, Major William E. Adm. Ben Moreell, Representative 

John J. Rhodes Republican Mayer, U.S.A. U.S.N. (Ret.), William Jennings 

of Arizona Candidate for Expert on Com- Chairman, Board of Bryan Dorn 
Governor of Texas munist Brainwashing Trustees, ACA of South Carolina 


Please make reservations at the Third HUMAN All fees will be returned in full if you cannot attend, 
EVENTS Political Action Conference, January 5, whatever the reason. 
and 6, 1962, for the following people: 
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Space is limited, and all registrations must be reserved, 
The Conference fee of $75 includes Continental break- so fill out the coupon below now to insure your reservation. 

fast, lunch and dinner on both days. The fee for addi- 

tional members of the same immediate family (wives, sons 


and daughters) and for students, teachers, clergymen and 
nina ub thatven allah aie. [] Check enclosed [] Bill me after January 


20 in the amount of $ to cover the Con- 
Special room rates, $10 for single and $15 for double, ference fee at $75 per person, and $45 for 
have been arranged at the Sheraton-Park Hotel. additional members of the same family. 















Thus, this despicable dictator thumbs his nose 
at our entire giveaway foreign aid program; 
and it is up to our government to take steps 





Outrage in Portugal 


From the New York Daily News 


at once. 


Portuguese dictator Antonio Salazar is just be- 
fore signing a contract to pay $13,200,000 for 
alot of US grain. 


We repeat, in case you can’t believe your eyes: 
The man wants to pay for these foodstuffs. 








$7. 


Congressman Laird’s 
Taped Interview—$7 


Melvin R. Laird, fifth term Representative from Wis- 


recent manpower buildup 


This 12%-minute 


(D.-Ala.) 


tape-recorded 
interview is the forty-second in the 
1961 series of HUMAN EVENTS 
CONGRESSIONAL INTERVIEWS. 


The price for single interviews is 
If you enter an order for one 
interview a month the price is $6, 
one a week $5; $1 is refunded for 
each tape returned. 


Other interviews which you may 
wish to have are listed below. 
are the first forty-one weekly inter- 
views in the 1961 series. 


- Michael J. Bernstein 

. V. W. Thomson (R.-Wisc.) 
. A. I. Selden, Jr. 
. Frank J. McNamara 

. William B. Widnall (R.-N.J.) 
. Laurence Curtis (R.-Mass.) 

. Elmer J. Hoffman (R.-IIl.) 

. John R. Pillion (R.-N.Y.) 
- Robert C. Wilson (R.-Calif.) 
. Carroll D. Kearns (R.-Pa.) 
. G. C, Cunningham (R.-Neb.) 
. William C. Cramer (R.-Fla.) 
. James E. Bromwell (R.-Iowa) 
- John B. Anderson (R.-III.) 

- Ralph F. Beermann (R.-Neb.) 
. Strom Thurmond (D.-S.C.) 
. Albert Quie (R.-Minn.) 

. Jamie L. Whitten (D.-Miss.) 
. Robert R. Barry (R.-N.Y.) 

. Charles Jonas (R.-N.C.) 

- Gordon H. Scherer (R.-Ohio) 


They 


= DS & SOI =3 CO 


consin’s 7th Congressional District, is the guest on this 
week’s Congressional Interview. Mr. Laird discusses the 
in the US military as a 
tactical maneuver, and the present posture of the US 
military in relation to the rest of the world. He com- 
ments, also on his recent tour of military installations 
and on the morale and conditioning of reserve units. 


LAIRD 


. Durward G. Hall (R.-Mo.) 

. Joel T. Broyhill (R.-Va.) 

. Paul Findley (R.-IIl.) 

. Frank J. Becker (R.-N.Y.) 
. Peter H. Dominick (R.-Colo.) 
. James F. Battin (R.-Mont.) 
. John Bell Williams (D.-Miss.) 
. T. M. Pelly (R.-Wash.) 

. E. W. Hiestand (R.-Calif.) 
- John J. Rhodes (R.-Ariz.) 

. H. C. Schadeberg (R.-Wisc.) 
. Edward J. Derwinski (R.-IIl.) 
. Richard H. Poff (R.-Va.) 

- Harold R. Collier (R.-IIl.) 
. Donald C. Bruce (R.-Ind.) 

. Bruce Alger (R.-Texas) 

. Peter A. Garland (R.-Maine) 
. W. J. B. Dorn (D.-S.C.) 

. John M. Ashbrook (R.-Ohio) 
. John H. Rousselot (R.-Calif.) 


The 12%-minute length of these interviews makes them 


ideal for a 15-minute radio program. 
weekly highlight of organization meetings. 


Many serve as the 
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A Sad Case 


Jersey YR’s Censure Cliff 


By FULTON LEWIS, JR. 


EW JERSEY’S Senator Clifford Case, darling 

of the Republican left wing, is being tartly 

criticized for his part in the recent defeat of the 
GOP gubernatorial nominee, James Mitchell. 


Much of the attack comes from leaders of the 
Garden State Young Republican organization. 
The powerful Bergen County Young Republican 
Club voted to censure Case for his part in the 
campaign. 


The GOP juniors voted overwhelmingly—with 
but one nay cast—to approve the following reso- 
lution: 


“The defeat of James P. Mitchell will go down 
in political history as a repudiation of Senator 
Case and his policy that a party can be realigned 
from the top down rather than the bottom up. 
Senator Case’s belated and disastrous attempt at 
leadership has put the Republican Party of New 
Jersey at its lowest ebb in many years. ... The 
Bergen County Young Republican Club urges all 
Republicans in New Jersey to resist any attempt 
to continue remote control leadership of our party 
from Washington.”’ 


One high-ranking Republican, who backed 
Case in his successful primary fight a year 
ago against Robert Morris, puts the blame for 
Mitchell’s defeat squarely on Case. 


“Our strategy from the very start was deter- 
mined by Cliff—and it was the wrong one. He 
sent Sam Zagoria (Case’s Administrative Assis- 
tant) down here to run the Mitchell campaign 
and underestimated (Democrat Richard) Hughes 
from the very start. You couldn’t convince Case 
the race was close. 


**He won last year by a third of a million votes 
and ran far ahead of Nixon and the ticket. He 
was convinced Mitchell had to soft-pedal the Re- 
publican label. Mitchell was the ‘Big Man for a 
Big Job.’ He wasn’t a Republican and for this 
reason the party organization was completely 
ignored.”’ 


On election day a smooth-rolling Democratic 
organization got out the vote throughout the 
state. The Republicans did not. 


Ignored throughout the campaign were the 
party leaders, most notably State Senator Walter 
Jones, whom Mitchell defeated in the primary. 
Jones runs the best GOP organization in the 
state, but was kept out of the campaign. 


The Mitchell people paid no attention to leaders 
of the Young Republicans or of the women’s 
Republican clubs. For this reason the GOP was 
woefully weak on manpower when it counted. 


(COPYRIGHT 1961, King Features Syndicate, Inc.) 
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The UN’s ‘Peace’ War 


By EDITH KERMIT ROOSEVELT 


HE UNITED NATIONS is serving the cause 

of race hatred in Katanga, according to 
Senator Thomas J. Dodd (D.-Conn.), who has 
just completed an on-the-spot investigation of the 
Katanga crisis. 


The UN aggression against Katanga has not 
aided the cause of reunification of the Congo, 
said Dodd in a four-page press report. It has 
only further accentuated the desire of Katangans 
to realize their national aspirations. 


*‘In Katanga,” he asserted, “blacks and whites, 
Protestants, Catholics, Jews, Orthodox Christians 
and primitive peoples live together on terms of 
serenity. From what I saw with my own eyes, I 
believe there are many respects in which we in 
America could learn from Katanga in the field 
of race relations.”’ 


But Katangans of all races and creeds, he 
said, agree the UN is creating dissension and 
chaos. 


“The people of Katanga regard the UN as 
an alien military presence, and they have come 
to hate it as passionately as the Irish people 
once hated the Black and Tans or as the Israelis 
once hated the British Army in Palestine.”’ 


The Senator cited the danger posed by the 
grim refugee camp outside of Elisabethville where 
50,000 Baluba tribesmen live and fight in con- 
ditions of indescribable squalor. The camp is a 
hideous monument to UN folly. Here a largely 
peaceable and unmolested labor force, on which 
the economy of Elisabethville depended, has been 
crudely incited to idleness and crime. Under the 
very eyes of the UN guards, the tribesmen are 
harried by witchdoctors, harangued by politi- 
cians, beaten up by private armies, murdered and 
even eaten. 


Significantly, at Jadotville and Konwezi, where 
there are no UN troops and camps, thousands 
of Baluba miners still live in perfect security. 
Their protection is in the civilized tradition of 
the Union Miniere and Katangan government, 
still intact from Belgian days. 


But in Elisabethville, the capital city, the Sena- 
tor found that the stench of the Baluba camp 
poisons the air, literally and morally. Elisabeth- 
ville’s proud record of racial tolerance has been 
forcibly ended. The confidence that once existed 
between Europeans and Americans is being de- 
stroyed, he reported. 


To satisfy an arbitrary UN demand, Katanga 
President Moise Tshombe has reluctantly agreed 
to the removal of all the so-called Belgian ‘‘mer- 
cenaries.’’ Thus the process whereby native min- 
isters and high civil servants were being discreetly 
taught the art of government has ended abruptly. 
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“The UN had a theory that Katangan sepa- 
ratism would vanish overnight if they simply 
removed the so-called white mercenaries and ad- 
visors,’’ said Dodd. ‘“‘The great majority of these 
now have been removed. (The UN estimates that 
only 40 remain of the original 200 to leap to 
and from across the Rhodesian border to train 
Tshombe’s well-disciplined force. ) 


**But the removal of most of these white mer- 
cenaries has only served to fan the flames of 
Katangan nationalism,” Dodd said. 


Now nationalism is directed toward an- 
other type of mercenary—the well-paid, smartly- 
dressed UN mercenaries that invaded Katanga 
as conquerors. 


Senator Dodd testified from his own experience 
“that all the lack of discipline, all the trigger 
happiness and all the savagery are not on the 
side of the Katangans.”’ 


Supporting the Senator’s contention are the 
anguished cries from the Katangan victims which 
reach the outside world from the beleaguered 
country. 


On December 9, the dean of the medical faculty 
of Liege in Belgium received a telegram from 
46 physicians in Elisabethville charging that 
Indian troops in the UN made hospitals, schools, 
missions and civilian homes and residences a 
chief target for mortar fire on December 7 and 
December 8. Ten bombs fell on Prince Leopold 
Hospital alone, the doctors said. The UN troops 
fired on ambulances and murdered civilians, 
they added. 


Is this the proper role of an international organ- 
ization which claims to be devoted to peace? In 
the future how many more lives will be lost, 
how many more crimes perpetrated in the name 
of the United Nations? 


(COPYRIGHT 1961,Edith Kermit Roosevelt Syndicate) 





Nellie on the New Frontier 


By JULIUS C. PETER 


Members of the Kennedy Administration ex- 
press wonderment over the apprehension with 
which business views them. A layman like my- 
self might think that actions speak louder than 
words. The list of harassments is long. 


The whole thing reminds me of a melodrama 
that appeared in New Haven many years ago 
—‘‘Nellie, the Beautiful Cloak Model,” I think 
it was. In his pursuit of the heroine, the villain 
threatens her mother, takes a pot shot at her 
father, and pushes her brother off a cliff. When 
she cringes before him he asks in injured tones, 
*‘Why do you fear me, Nellie?’ 
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The Muzzling of the FBI 











J. Edgar Hoover’s Years of Frustration 


By WILLARD EDWARDS 
Capitol Hill Correspondent, Chicago Tribune 


HE SPEAKER before a distinguished Washington 

audience on December 7, 1961, was no orator. 
He indulged in no flowery phrases, yet his words ham- 
mered home with dramatic impact. 


“Fear, apologies, defeatism and cowardice are alien 
to the thinking of true Americans,” he said. ‘As for 
me, I would rather be DEAD than RED!” 

Once again, for perhaps 
the thousandth time, J. 
Edgar Hoover, Director 
of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, was sound- 
ing a warning against the 
Communist conspiracy at 
home and abroad. 


And, once again, he was 
speaking in a climate of 
official hostility to such ex- 
pressions. 


President Kennedy, at 
Seattle, Washington, on 
November 16, had equated 
the ‘‘better dead than Red” slogan with the cowardly 
cry of ‘“‘better Red than dead.” Both sentiments came 
from “frustrated citizens, far apart in their views yet 
very much alike in their approach,” he said. Both 
were doing a great disservice to their country, and 
this kind of talk, if believed, could inspire division 
among the people, the President added. 





J. EDGAR HOOVER 


Hoover’s speech would have been blue-penciled to 
fragments in the hands of Pentagon censors, operating 
under a directive which forbids military men to be too 
forthright in declaring communism the enemy or to 
hint at disagreement with Administration policies. 


‘We are at war with the Communists and the sooner 
every red-blooded American realizes this, the safer we 
will be,’’ Hoover declared. ‘‘We must continue to stiffen 
our national backbone in dealing with the Commu- 
nists and their dupes, sympathizers and apologists. 
If we relax our guard for one moment, we court na- 
tional disaster.”’ 


‘As Hoover spoke, he may have been thinking back 
to the day in 1938 when he was summoned to the 
White House by President Roosevelt and given the 
responsibility of protecting the nation against espio- 
nage, subversion and sabotage. 

History records few stranger periods than the 23 
years since then. 


If any future historian ever attempts to record the 
true story of this era, he may find book publishers 
balking at a seemingly incredible tale. 


But the record is clear: The chief security branch 
of the United States government has been repeatedly 
balked by executive agencies in its attempts to expose 
the operation of an enemy which seeks overthrow 
of the government. 


During the Roosevelt and Truman Administrations, 
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unwillingness to listen to the evidence came from the 
White House and officials in high places. 


Under Eisenhower, holdover officials from the previ- 
ous administrations simply held back the FBI reports 
from their superiors, some of whom might have taken 
action. 


Long before Fidel Castro came to power in Cuba 
in January, 1959, the FBI sent reports to the State 
Department, warning that he would establish a Soviet 
state in the Western Hemisphere. 


These reports stopped at a low-level State Department 
desk. They were tucked away in obscure files, kept 
from higher officials. 


_ President Eisenhower never saw them. John Foster 
Dulles, the late Secretary of State, and his successor, 
Christian A. Herter, were unaware of their existence. 
Many policy-shaping officials remained in official igno- 
rance of Castro’s Communist associates and affiliations. 


When the Eisenhower Administration took over in 
1953, Attorney General Herbert Brownell examined 
the FBI files and announced he had found stacks of 
reports on Communists ‘‘gathering dust in the files.” 


Brownell made good a promise to reveal some of 
these reports and created a storm by disclosing that 
President Truman in 1946 had been given bulky data 
on a Communist spy ring which he largely ignored. 
Truman even promoted a high official named as a 
Communist agent. 


bis DUST is still gathering on reports made by 
the FBI in more recent years. This was disclosed 
in the testimony last June 12 of Robert C. Hill, for- 
mer Ambassador to Mexico, before the Senate Judi- 
cuary Committee’s Internal Security Subcommittee. 


Hill told of a long and unsuccessful attempt to con- 
vince the State Department that Castro was a Com- 
munist. He named William Wieland, the Department’s 
Chief of Caribbean Affairs, as his main opponent. 


Hill was asked whether the FBI, with agents in Mexi- 
co and Cuba, alerted the State Department to Castro’s 
true nature. 

Quoting FBI agents to whom he had talked, Hill 
said they told him their reports on Castro and Cuba 
‘had not reached the upper echelon of the Department 
of State.” They were “sidetracked down at the desk 
level’’ where two officers served under Wieland. 


“This condition has the seeds of a Latin American 
loss akin to Pearl Harbor,” Hill told the Subcommittee. 

Hill said he had forwarded his criticisms in a long 
memorandum to Attorney General Robert F. Kennedy 
early this year. 


Wieland is still with the State Department. 


Whatever Hoover’s reactions to this espisode—and 
we may consider that they were tinged with anger 
and frustration—the emotion of surprise must have 
been lacking. 
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His thoughts may have drifted back 15 years to the 
day of November 8, 1945, when he sent a special mes- 
senger to the White House bearing a 2,000-word letter 
marked ‘secret and confidential.”’ 


President Truman, thrust into office six and one-half 
months earlier by the death of Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
had instructed Hoover to communicate with him di- 
rectly whenever evidence of an urgent nature which 
affected the security of the country was gathered. 

Hoover had ample reason to regard his report as 
one requiring immediate and direct action. Twenty- 
four hours earlier, he had received evidence clinching 
the existence of a Soviet spy ring within the government. 


The FBI had been gathering information since 1942 
on government officials in the Treasury, War and 
Agriculture Departments, in the White House itself, and 
in the Office of Strategic Services, who were giving 
information to a Russian underground apparatus in 
Washington. 


Now it had the direct testimony of an admitted courier 
for the spy ring whose evidence had been checked and 
rechecked and found to be reliable in every detail. 
The time had come to strike at American traitors in 
government service. 


The letter, delivered to Major General Harry H. 
Vaughan, Truman’s military aide, specifically desig- 
nated by the President to handle FBI reports, named 
13 government officials as espionage agents. 


HE MOST PROMINENT name on the list was 

that of Harry Dexter White, Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury, one of the New Deal’s foremost author- 
ities on monetary affairs, the mastermind of a post- 
war plan to destroy the German economy, and man- 
ager of a $2-billion currency stabilization fund. (See 
“Harry White’s Baby Wants To ‘Rescue’ Dollar,” 
HUMAN EVENTS, December 8, 1961.) 


Ignored by White House 


The letter might never have been sent so far as White 
House reaction was concerned. 


After waiting 19 days, Hoover on November 27 
ordered a 71-page summary of evidence showing Soviet 
espionage in the government, again naming White. 
It was sent to the White House on December 4. Copies 
were delivered to Attorney General Tom Clark and 
other agency heads. 


Seven weeks later, on January 23, 1946, Truman 
nominated White to the $17,000-a-year tax-free post 
as the American Executive Director of the International 
Monetary Fund. 


Hoover made one more desperate attempt to stop 
this promotion and reward to a man he had stamped 
in his reports as ‘‘a valuable adjunct to an underground 
Soviet espionage organization operating in Washing- 
ton, D. C.” 


On February 4, 1946, he sent to the White House 
a 28-page summary of all the evidence against White. 
He emphasized that this evidence had been ‘secured 
from sources whose reliability has been established 
either by inquiry or long established observation 
and evaluation.” 


Two days later, on February 6, the Senate, unaware 
of the FBI reports, confirmed White’s nomination. 
White was hustled into his new post with haste. Presi- 
dent Truman signed his commission on February 7 
and told White, in accepting his resignation: 


‘Tl am confident that in your new position you will 
add distinction to. your already distinguished career 
with the Treasury.”’ 


Four years later, the House Committee on Un-Ameri- 
can Activities explored the White case. White was 
called for questioning, denied he had been a spy and 
died, mysteriously, soon thereafter. He was called a 
martyr by Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt and other promi- 
nent Americans. 


Testimony and evidence at the trial of Alger Hiss 
later proved the authenticity of the Hoover report. 


IGHT YEARS were to pass, however, before Hoo- 

ver’s 1945 warning to the White House became 
public knowledge. In November, 1953, Attorney Gen- 
eral Herbert Brownell stripped the ‘“‘secret’’ classifica- 
tion from the Hoover letter and accused Truman of 
promoting White when he knew the Treasury official 
was a Soviet spy. 


Truman first denied he ever had seen the FBI report. 
Then, he admitted this was an error and said White 
had not been fired because the FBI wanted to keep 
him under surveillance. He implied that Hoover was 
a party to this agreement. 


This forced Hoover into one of his rare public appear- 
ances before a Congressional committee. At no time, 
he swore, had the FBI been party to such an agree- 
ment. Surveillance of White in his international post 
would have been most difficult, he said. 


**Did the FBI take all possible steps to alert the White 
House on a government spy ring?’ he was asked. 


‘There was nothing more I could do,’’ Hoover said. 


The record indicates that Hoover privately must 
have voiced this statement of hopelessness on many 
an occasion. 


Hostility to Hoover 


He had encountered the hostility of other govern- 
ment departments almost immediately after President 
Roosevelt in 1938 authorized, and Congress financed, 
an investigation of communism and Nazism by the 
FBI. The President had been prodded into this action 
by the annoying inquiries of a newly-created House 
Committee on Un-American Activities whose chairman, 
Martin Dies (D.-Tex.), had the effrontery to suggest 
(and present testimony) that hundreds of Communists 
had infiltrated the government. 


There was never any difficulty about inquiries into 
the activities of German and Japanese spies and sabo- 
teurs. From the White House down to the lowliest 
agency, there was the utmost co-operation and applause 
for FBI exposures in this direction. 


The result was what might be expected—a magnifi- 
cent record. From 1938 to 1945, 91 Axis agents were 
convicted of spying against the United States. A system 
was set up to protect 2,200 key industrial plants and 
not a single act of enemy-directed sabotage was per- 
petrated. 


But, when the FBI probed the operations of Rus- 
sian agents, it ran into a storm of criticism. In 
1940, a determined campaign was launched to de- 
stroy Hoover. His agents were accused of third- 
degree methods and he was assailed as head ofa 
“Gestapo.” 


The campaign failed but Hoover later confessed, ‘‘No 
one outside the FBI and the Justice Department ever 
knew how close they came to wrecking us.” 
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Opposition Stubborn 


HE MOST STUBBORN opposition to FBI inquir- 

ies came in the early years from the Federal Com- 
munications Commission. The FCC battled for two 
years, before and after the Pearl Harbor attack on 
December 7, 1941, against FBI access to the finger- 
prints of more than 200,000 radio operators and com- 
munications workers so that their loyalty could be 
checked. The principal reason: union leaders objected. 








The FCC also refused to permit wiretapping of coded 
dispatches between Axis diplomats in the United States 
and their home offices. 


Subsequent disclosures showed that, if FBI agents 
in Hawaii had been permitted to tap the messages from 
the Japanese consulate there, the date of the Japanese 
attack would have been pinpointed. 


There is room for argument whether FBI reports 
would have been given official recognition in view of 
the Washington attitude at that time toward other code 
intercepts. 


As it was, when the bombs fell that Sunday morn- 
ing, there was one government agency on a war 
alert. Director Hoover had placed his bureau on a 
*‘war imminent” basis 10 days earlier. 


In 1945, a member of the Congressional Joint Com- 
mittee on the Investigation of the Pearl Harbor Attack 
was moved to comment: “If the Army and Navy had 
alerted the commanding officers at Pearl Harbor in 
the manner that Hoover alerted his men, there would 
have been no Pearl Harbor disaster.” 


Many government departments had their own in- 
vestigative branches when Roosevelt gave the FBI 
primary responsibility for ascertaining the loyalty of 
government workers. The State, Treasury and Post 
Office Departments, in particular, rose up in arms at 
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the suggestion that the FBI should investigate their 
employes. 

The White House virtually robbed the FBI of its 
authority by ruling that it could not investigate a Fed- 
eral employe unless his agency head requested it. Such 
requests proved to be exceedingly rare. 


Not until May 18, 1942, after four years had passed, 
did the White House make a firm ruling that Com- 
munists were unfit for Federal employment and the 
FBI was to be given a free hand in seeking them out. 


Not until 1947 was a loyalty prograin set up, buta 
Truman order, in effect, made past Communist party 
membership inadmissible as evidence. This decree was 
altered in 1951 to permit dismissal of any worker 
about whose loyalty there was ‘“‘reasonable doubt.” 


Thus, in 1951, 12 years after it was first given the 
job, could the FBI finally embark on a broad-scale 
effort to dislodge subversive government workers. 


HE PRIOR DECADE was often one of virtual 

despair for the Bureau. It had penetrated the 
Communist party of the United States. It had evidence 
on Communist influences in government, labor unions, 
the schools and colleges, stage, screen, radio and tele- 
vision, the press, churches and youth groups. 


Communist Power Insidious 


The Communist party had reached its peak of power 
in 1944. It had 80,000 disciplined members, approx- 
imately 2,000 of them on Federal payrolls, devoted 
to overthrow of the government. 


Hoover and his aides knew that there were only 80,000 
Communist party members in Russia when revolution- 
aries seized that government in 1917. The population 
of Russia in that year was roughly comparable to 
that of the United States in 1944. 


In that very year, one of the most fantastic arrange- 
ments in international history was being quietly nego- 
tiated by the Office of Strategic Services (OSS) with 
its Russian counterpart, the dreaded Russian secret 
police and spy unit known as the NKVD. 


The OSS, a so-called intelligence branch later to be 
revealed as Communist-ridden, had agreed with Rus- 
sia’s commissar of foreign affairs, Vyacheslav M. 
Molotov, to permit the NKVD to set up a unit in Wash- 
ington. In return, the OSS would have a branch in 
Moscow. 


The War Department informed Hoover that these 
plans had gone so far that it could not stop them. 


Hoover sent an alarmed note of protest to the White 
House. It would be highly dangerous, he noted with 
admirable restraint, to, have the NKVD, notorious in 
world capitals as an agency seeking to penetrate se- 
crets of all governments, to operate with official sanction. 


None knew better than Hoover that the NKVD al- 
ready was operating in Washington unofficially. 


Russian agents were swarming in the Capital, in 
New York, in Chicago and at obscure places called 
Oak Ridge and Los Alamos, seeking to steal the secret 
of the atom bomb then under development in Ameri- 
can laboratories and installations. 


It is an ironic note on the FBI’s plight at this time 
that its agents first learned that the United States was 
developing this bomb not from official channels in 
Washington, but from information gathered in their 
surveillance of Russian agents. The war’s greatest 
secret was known to Soviet spies before any official 
thought to inform the FBI about it. 
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When the first bomb was dropped on August 6, 1945, 
the United States believed it had a monopoly on man’s 
most terrible weapon. In the hands of a peaceful nation, 
it would be a major deterrent to future aggression 
and war. Some American scientists thought the secret 
could be kept from five to 15 years. 


At that moment, Russian scientists were studying a 
cross-section sketch of the bomb and data on its opera- 
tion. This was to be revealed in the 1951 trial of Julius 
and Ethel Rosenberg. The FBI rounded up these trai- 
tors and a half dozen others. But it was not permitted 
to handle the security arrangements for the Manhat- 
tan Project when theft of the secret might have been 
prevented. 


Hoover’s warning about the OSS proposal to give 
the NKVD official status in Washington was suc- 
cessful in stopping it. Even President Roosevelt feit 
this was going a little too far and told the OSS to 
forget about it. 


A year later, however, in 1945, the FBI was stopped 
cold by the State Department when it had assembled 
an airtight espionage case against a small, thin Rus- 
sian, known in intelligence files as Arthur Alexandro- 
vich Adams, who had been in and out of the United 
States for more than 25 years. 


Agents had Adams under surveillance for months 
and watched him passing atomic weapons data to Pavel 
Mikhailov, Russian vice consul in New York, who 
used a diplomatic pouch to speed the documents to 
Moscow. 


The Justice Department was urged to permit arrest 
of Adams. (Too often forgotten by the public is the 
fact that the FBI is a fact-gathering agency in the 
Justice Department which has no power to arrest or 
prosecute. The Attorney General considers the evidence 
assembled and decides what course to pursue.) 


In this case, Adams was permitted to go free. It was 
in the period of relations between Russia and the United 
States when the Administration policy was not to “em- 
barrass” our Communist ally. Adams disappeared in 
1945, presumably returning to Russia to ruminate 
about the strange ways of American intelligence agencies. 


eon YEAR, for more than 10 years, the FBI 
has uncovered more than 300 cases of espionage 
and turned them over to the Justice Department. Most 
of these were never publicized because of the difficulty 
of obtaining evidence to sustain court convictions. 


Often, the only result was a declaration by the State 
Department that some Russian embassy official, de- 
tected in espionage activity, was persona non grata, 
causing him to be returned home. These diplomat- 
spies are immediately replaced by Moscow. 


Some notable intelligence feats have occurred. The 
manner in which the FBI assembled convincing evi- 
dence against Alger Hiss, when hundreds of impor- 
tant officials and prominent Americans were proclaim- 
ing him innocent, is well known. Its detection of Colo- 
nel Rudolph Ivanovich Abel, the highest-ranking for- 
eign agent ever caught in the United States, is a cele- 
brated exploit. Abel got 30 years. Dozens of similar 
cases may be recalled. 





REPRINTS of this section available: single copy 20c; 10 for $1; 25 
for $2; 100 for $5; 500 for $20; 1,000 for $30. Order by section 
number and date of issue. 


TRIAL SUBSCRIPTIONS: 5 weeks $1. Yearly rate $12.50; 6 months 
$6.50. After you have read each section of HUMAN EVENTS, put it 


in an envelope and mail it to someone else who will value its contents. 
Published weekly af 410 First Street, S. E., Washington 3, D. C. 





Page 890 


The wonder is that so many successes were re. 
corded in the face of official hostility, political scoff. 
ing at FBI reports from 1945 to 1950 and apathy 
in many government departments since then. 
authoritative report in 1951 stated that the FBI files 
contained evidence reflecting on the loyalty of be 
tween 2,000 and 3,000 Federal employes, including 
500 in key posts. 


Are many of them still there? The answer must be 
in the affirmative. Most are at the lower levels, locked 
safely in their positions under the Civil Service system, 
carefully hiding their sympathies. Some have become 
disillusioned with the Soviet cause or have abandoned 
it because of the dangers involved. A substantial num- 
ber remain suspect. 


In the 1954-1960 period, political leaders avoided 
the communism issue. It had proved fatal to the late 
Senator Joseph R. McCarthy (R.-Wis.) who, from 
1950 to 1954, had been a center of controversy as 
an investigator of Reds in the State Department and 
other government agencies. Senate condemnation was 
his reward. 


Voice in the Wilderness 
WHILE MANY were silent, Hoover kept warning 
through the years of the continued strength of 
the Communist apparatus in this country. His was a 


voice crying in the wilderness so far as many execu- 
tive agencies were concerned. 


His stature grew with Congress which never cut a 
requested FBI appropriation; it often urged more money 
upon him. But he was usually out of tune with the 
administrations under which he served. 


In 1961, as two decades ago, Hoover is waming 
of the domestic Communist menace and calling for 
a “tightening of security on the home front.” 


e He has seen, in recent months, a nation swept by 
panicky talk about fall-out shelters, precipitated by 
the firing in the atmosphere of more than 50 test shots 
over the Soviet Union, including the largest nuclear 
weapon yet unleashed by man. 


e He knows that Russian Premier Nikita S. Khru- 
shchev would not be gloating over his country’s ad- 
vances in nuclear arms if some of the espionage re- 
ports Hoover sent to the White House 16 years ago 
had been treated with respect instead of derision. 


e He hears Fidel Castro proclaim himself a Marx- 
ist-Leninist, devoted to following the Soviet cause, a 
fact dutifully reported years ago but pigeonholed by 
a minor State Department official. 


e He reads that military officers have been muzzled 
because of opposition to communism deemed too bold 
by those whom retired Major General Edwin A. Walk- 
er labeled the ‘‘little men’’ in the Pentagon. 


OBODY HAS EVER muzzled Hoover. In his most 

recent speech, with its blasts at ‘‘Soviet apolo- 
gists” in the United States and ‘“‘timid souls” who urge 
appeasement at any price, he seemed, to some of his 
listeners, to be challenging someone to attempt it. 


He is now serving under his sixth President since 
he became FBI Director in 1924. Hearing President 
Kennedy denounce as “extremists” on the ‘fringes of 


society’ those who regard the Communist movement . 


in this country as a peril comparable to the threat 
from abroad, Hoover must be recalling rebuffs of the 


past. It is possible that he may be remarking to 
himself: 


**This is where I came in.”’ 
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Definition of a liberal Democrat: Manic 
progressive. 


— Congressman Carroll D. Kearns (R.-Pa. ) 
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A Great ‘Homecoming’ 





JFK Bids for New Labor Support 


By VICTOR RIESEL 


I F YOU HAD CLOSED your eyes you would 
have thought it was Franklin Delano Roose- 
velt coming ‘“Shome” to the House of Labor. The 
imagery was almost perfect in John Fitzgerald 
Kennedy—right down to the last broad “A.” 
The Roosevelt touch was there in the easy fra- 
ternity with the 1,500 men and women who lead 
American labor. 


It was there in the President’s free-flowing hu- 
mor. The ties which bind this Administration 
to labor were just as apparent in the 20 bursts 
of applause during the 25 minutes JFK spoke. 
In AFL-CIO President George Meany’s part- 
ing words: 


“Don’t worry about us, Mr. President. You 
can count on us 1,000 per cent.”’ 


These are tough men, these delegates. I have 
heard them boo Dick Nixon and freeze Dwight 
D. Eisenhower at their conventions. They have 
chilled Harry Truman. But they gave evidence 
here in Bal Harbour, Florida, that they believed 
this Administration was a Labor government— 
and regardless of criticism from it or tough de- 
mands from the White House, they would never 
in public show their displeasure with John Fitz- 
gerald Kennedy. 


Though there was no reaction to the bid for 
an easy policy on wage increases, the applause 
later rolled in like the surf outside. To those 
who listened it seemed that the President was 
pledging vast expenditures. 


To those of us following the official text, 
released by the White House, there was one 
significant omission. The original text read, 
“I’ve pledged a balanced Federal budget for 
the coming fiscal year.’’ This he left out of 
his speech. 


He promised aid to 26 million youths. He 
pledged to wipe out unemployment. He said he 
would not just give a “medal and an empty 
grocery bag” to those hurt by competing im- 
ports from such nations as Japan and the Euro- 
pean Common Market. 
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He said he would ask Congress for standby 
authority to launch ‘tneeded public works” where 
there is joblessness. 


He would stand by them, he said in effect, on 
all New Deal, Fair Deal and New Frontier type 
of legislation—and asked them to stand by him 
in the drive for efficiency on the home front so 
we could compete with the world: They cheered 
him. They promised. } 


When he left, the Convention Hall was jump- 
ing as I’ve never seen a labor gathering jump 
since FDR took cigarette holder from mouth and 
called on his battalions. 


(Distributed 1961 by The Hall Syndicate, Inc.) 
(All Rights Reserved) 
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Chester Bowles and Agrarian Reform | 


By HOLMES ALEXANDER 


HESTER BOWLES, one of whose ~ew as- 

signments is as a specializer on Latin Ameri- 
can affairs, has a fascinating comment in the 
July-August issue of the Latin American maga- 
zine Combate. At a time when he was Under 
Secretary of State, the number two policy-maker 
on foreign affairs, Bowles told his readers in 
Latin America: 


“*Whether history will record Cuba’s Fidel Castro 
as an earnest patriot or as a fellow-traveling ad- 
venturer is anyone’s guess. But one fact is already 
clear. His land reform program... is undubi- 
tably in line with Latin American sentiments.” 


Well, we’d better hope not. Indeed, we’d better 
hope that Bowles’ glib and approving state- 
ment on Castro’s agrarian reform is just an- 
other of the accumulating proofs that a number 
of buffoons were appointed to high office during 
1961—Bowles, Adlai Stevenson and G. Mennen 
Williams lead the troupe—and are currently being 
moved off the center stage into side shows. 


To take Bowles’ statement as a serious com- 
ment, made by a competent Administration 
spokesman, would be more than Americans 
should be asked to bear. 


Communist agriculture in general, and Cuban 
agriculture in particular, are well documented 
as frauds and failures. In Russia, in Red China, 
in Yugoslavia, the farmers have refused to act 
like factory hands, which they are not. Crops 
have not come off collectivist assembly lines like 
manufactured goods, which they are not. It is 
unbelievable that a prominent American foreign 
affairs spokesman should even mention Commu- 
nist agriculture except in denunciation and disgust. 


CUBAN AGRARIAN REFORM is virtually 
identical with the master Communist copy. 
Castro’s farm policy is not an occult subject. 
To my desk recently came the weekly edition 
of the Cuban Information Service, distributed 
free of charge to newsmen insthe USA, Canada 
and Great Britain in English, and in Spanish 
all over Latin America and in Spain. On Page 
One is this item: ‘'The moment that Fidel Castro 
took power, a concerted drive was begun to de- 
stroy the cattle andpoultry industry.’’The story 
tells of breeding herds slaughtered for meat, and 
hens indiscriminately sold overseas. Cuba soon 
lost self-sufficiency in both these food sources. 


In the hearings of the Senate Internal Secu- 
rity Subcommittee there are numerous references 
by witnesses to the communization of Cuban 
agriculture. In the best book yet published on 
Castro’s Cuba, Cuba: First Soviet Satellite in 
the Americas, Dan James reports the agrarian 
reforms in detail. Bowles had no excuse for 
being misinformed. 


In the spring of 1959, after his triumphal visit 
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to Washington where Secretary of State Herter 
lighted his cigar for news cameras and thou- 
sands cheered the Red dictator’s appearances, 
Castro instituted his notorious Agrarian Reform 
Law—approved on May 11, 1959, by the Coun- 
cil of Ministers. Neither then nor since, of course, 
has any Cuban law been “passed” by legisla- 
tive procedure. 


This law was literally the first major attack 
on Cuban capitalism. And no wonder—con- 
sidering both the need for land reform on the 
one hand, and the authors of the law on the 
other. They were Che Guevara, the Kremlin’s 
number one boy in Cuba, and two harmless 
geographers. 


Ostensibly, the Agrarian Reform Law destroyed 
landlordism and gave farms to the peasants. 
Actually, the government became the landlord. 
The peasant was transformed into a serf ofthe 
state. He cannot plant what he chooses, or 
change his employment, or move elsewhere to 
work, or educate his children where he pleases, 
or make purchases save at the ‘‘people’s stores” 
of the State-operated National Institute of Agrar- 
ian Reform. 


And Chester Bowles, who writes favorably of 
this system, is our man in Latin America—and 
Asia and Africa as well. 


(Distributed by McNaught Syndicate, Inc.) 





Violets and Violence 


From the Chattanooga News-Free Press 


Among the numerous unnecessary things the 
Federal government does at great cost and little 
advantage is publish pamphlets on a variety 
of subjects far from the realm of reasonable 
governmental activity. It was natural, therefore, 
for Senator Mike Monroney (D.-Okla.), when he 
received a letter from a constituent for informa- 
tion on the growing of African violets, to turn 
the matter over to an assistant to get a pamphlet 
for the constituent. 


The assistant dutifully called the Government 
Printing Office and asked for a pamphlet on 
African violets. 


‘I’m sorry,” the voice on the GPO phone said, 
‘but you'll have to call the State Department 
for material on African violence.” 


Perhaps we’d all be better off if constituents, 
senators, GPO—and the State Department—paid 
more realistic attention to African violence (such 
as the aggression against Katanga sponsored 
by the UN with US financing) than to African 
violets, leaving the latter for personal rather than 
governmental attention. 
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a for Lower Tariffs Ignores Facts of US Life 


By LESLIE GOULD, Financial Editor 


Reprinted with Permission from the New York Journal American 


[THE TALK in this country of freer trade, 
lower tariffs and US joining the European 
Common Market forgets a few things: 


e What will happen to US labor, which is paid 
three times that of the British worker and four 
times that of Western Europeans? 


e What will happen to America’s domestic busi- 
ness, which is the backbone of the economy 
—about 90 per cent? 


e That maybe the Western European Com- 
mon Market wishes to be a competitor of the 
US rather than a partner. 


The two chief advocates of freer trade and 
lower American tariffs are two former Truman 
State Department officials—former Secretary Dean 
Acheson and former Under Secretary William L. 
Clayton, who made a fortune in cotton. 


They make two points: 


1. Only by lowering tariffs can the US solve 
its balance of payments problem, and 


2. Failure of the US to join the Common Mar- 
ket will divide the West, isolate the US and give 
the Communists an open-road into the under- 
developed countries. 


The deficit in our balance of payments is 
not due to trade—the US has a favorable bal- 
ance. The trouble is with the “‘give-away”’ pro- 
grams and the failure of our allies—now rich, 
instead of poor, relations—to foot a larger 
share of the military assistance bill. 


An increase in exports would help reduce the 
imbalance in international payments, provided 
imports didn’t increase as rapidly. Yet the plan 
is for the US to reduce tariffs, which would open 
wider the door to foreign goods. 


The same unrealism marks the arguments 
that the US MUST join the Common Market 
or be isolated and the Free World weakened 
in its war with Communism. The facts are that 
the success of the European Common Market 
—soon to take in Britain and her Outer-Seven 
partners—makes for three powerful economic 
blocks—Western Europe, the US and Russia. 


The Western Europe bloc—the EEC—wants 
complete independence and a position of polit- 
ical and economic power. It is achieving all 
of this. 


While the Western European nations are put- 
ting up common tariff walls, the pressure is on 
the US to lower its tariffs. This is the price of 
British entry into the Common Market—lower 
tariffs in the US, and the acceptance by the US 
of greater discrimination against American goods. 
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The Kennedy Administration is going along 
with this. 


This is economic nonsense. Any such pro- 
gram will put the pressure on American labor, 
which is not competitive with foreign, yet the 
Administration is saying that wages should 
increase with productivity. 


Ogden Nash could do a verse on this. 





Pearson’s Great ‘Discovery’ 


In column after column, Drew Pearson seeks 
to convince his readers that he was an early 
bird in pointing out Castro’s Communist asso- 
ciations. His December 14 column says that 
“early in 1959” (sev- 
eral months AFTER 
Castro took office), he 
reported that Castro 
was “surrounded by 
Communists.” Actual- 
ly—on the basis of 
Pearson’s own. sstate- 
ment—he was late, not 
early, in his discovery. 


Nearly two years 
ahead of Pearson, HU- e 
MAN EVENTS began i 
alerting its readers to PEARSON 
Castro’s Red inclinations. On August 17, 1957 
(16% months BEFORE Castro came to power), 
HUMAN EVENTS published its prophetic in- 
terview with Spruille Braden in which the former 
Ambassador to Cuba said that Fidel was at 
the very least ‘‘a fellow traveler.”’ Braden said 
that ‘tthe fact that Castro is head of the Cuban 
uprising stamps the insurrection as another part 
of the developing Communist pattern of such 
subversion throughout Latin America.” 





The economic education of the youth of 
the Americas no longer must be left to vote- 
seeking politicians ... or surrealist econo- 
mists—or_ rather, I should call them left- 
wing political theorists. As these quacks 
pander to the economic whims and “gimme 
something-for-nothing’’ demands of an igno- 
rant or mal-instructed populace, socialism, 
communism and tyranny will take over; 
economic loss of every freedom will follow 
inevitably. 

—Spruille Braden, Former Ambas- 
sador to Cuba and Argentina 
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HUMAN EVENTs is now publishing twice as many 
pages as one and one-half years ago. Where we 
were once able to bind a full year of HUMAN 
EVENTS in one volume, we are now forced, due 
to size and cost, to publish two 
semi-annual editions of this 
popular reference piece. 


Each six-month volume con- 
tains the entire collection of 
approximately 420 pages that 
appear in HUMAN’ EVENTS 
during that period. In addition, 
there are about 20 pages of | 
cross-index (compiled by the 
Decker & Baker Indexing Serv- 
ince), and the Table of Contents. | 


Covered with beautiful blue #=— 
Fabrikoid cloth, printed with 
gold-leaf lettering and bound 
by Washington’s most expert 
quality craftsmen, the volume 
will be a handsome addition to 
your collection of the best in 
conservative literature. 
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Bound Volume of Human Events 










Six Month Edition—July thru December, 1961 


Pre-Publication Price—$9.50 


After February 28—$15 


Costs prohibit us from printing more than a 
limited quantity of these books. Usually they are 
sold out before the next edition is ready for binding. 
THERE CAN BE NO REPRINTING OF THE 
i VOLUME. Once sold, there will 
be no more. To insure the con- 
}tinuity of HUMAN EVENTS in 
‘your library, you must place an 
> order to reserve your copy TO- 
» DAY. Orders will be filled on a 
* first-come, first-served basis. 


To encourage EARLY orders 
for this Bound Volume, HUMAN 
_EVENTs makes this special offer: 
-If you order your copy before 
© February 28, you can take ad- 
im vantage of the special pre-publi- 
cation price of $9.50. You need 
not pay now. We will bill you 
jafter you receive the book, if 
you wish. After February 28, 
the price of this volume will be 
$15. You save $5.50—more than 
one-third—by ordering now! 


Vol. X 





ORDER BLANK 
HUMAN EVENTS 410 First Street, S. E., Wash. 3, D. C. 


[] Send me the HUMAN EVENTS BOUND VOLUME 
for July through December, 1961, as soon as it is 
available. 


Also send HUMAN EVENTS BOUND VOLUME: 
[] January thru June, 1961—$15 
1 1960—$20 1956—-$20 


[] Payment enclosed C1] «Bill me 


[] Bill My Company 
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ACA Ratings of Congressmen 


The lists on these pages give: 


(1) The names of all 100 Senators and 437 House members, less vacancies. 


(2) The home city of each. 


(3) Years of present service (some have had broken periods of service). 


(4) ACA-Index ratings. 


In the case of Representatives, the number of each one’s Congressional District appears 
at the left. A few states have one or two members who are elected on a state-wide basis; these 


at-large Representatives do not have numbered districts. 


Republicans are listed in CAPITAL letters and Democrats in small letters. 


Mail and telegrams should be addressed to Senators at the Senate Office Building and 
Representatives at the House Office Building, as the case may be, Washington, D. C. 


The ACA-Index is a statistical evaluation of the voting record of United States Senators 
for the period of 1955-61 and of members ofthe House of Representatives for 1957-61, 


compiled by Americans for Constitutional Action. 





Service 
Member and Home City Began ACA Member and Home City 

ALABAMA LOUISIANA 

Lister Hill, Montgomery 1938 18 Allen J. Ellender, Houma 

John J. Sparkman, Huntsville 1946 14 Russell B. Long, Baton Rouge 
ALASKA MAINE 

Edward L. Bartlett, Juneau 1959 12 MARGARET C. SMITH, Skowhegan 
Ernest Gruening, Juneau 1959 17 Edmund S. Muskie, Waterville 
ARIZONA MARYLAND 

Carl T. Hayden, Phoenix 1927 16 JOHN M, BUTLER, Baltimore 

BARRY M. GOLDWATER, Phoenix 1953 99 J. GLENN BEALL, Frostburg 
ARKANSAS MASSACHUSETTS 

John L. McClellan, Camden 1943 67 LEVERETT SALTONSTALL, Dover 

J. Wm. Fulbright, Fayetteville 1945 27 Benj. A. Smith II, Gloucester 
CALIFORNIA MICHIGAN 

THOMAS H. KUCHEL, Anaheim 1953 a2 Patrick V. Mc Namara, Detroit 

Clair Engle, Red Bluff 1959 5 Philip A. Hart, Mackinac Island 
COLORADO MINNESOTA 

GORDON L. ALLOTT, Lamar 1955 75 Hubert H. Humphrey, Waverly 

John A. Carroll, Denver 1957 1 Eugene J. McCarthy, St. Paul 
CONNECTICUT MISSISSIPPI 

PRESCOTT BUSH, Greenwich 1952 65 James 0. Eastland, Doddsville 

Thomas J. Dodd, N. Stonington 1959 22 John C, Stennis, DeKalb 
DELAWARE MISSOURL 

JOHN J. WILLIAMS, Millsboro 1947 97 W. Stuart Symington, 

J. CALEB BOGGS, Wilmington 1961 39 Richmond Hgts. 

FLORIDA Edward V. Long, Clarksville 

Spessard L. Holland, Bartow 1946 67 MONTANA 

George A. Smathers, Miami 1951 44 Michael J. Mansfield, Missoula 
GEORGIA Lee Metcalf, Helena 

Richard B. Russell, Winder 1933 69 NEBRASKA 

Herman E. Talmadge, Lovejoy 1957.57 ROMAN L. HRUSKA, Omaha 

HAWAII CARL T. CURTIS, Minden 

HIRAM L. FONG, Honolulu 1959 30 NEVADA 

Oren E. Long, Honolulu 1959 7 Alan Bible, Reno 

IDAHO Howard W. Cannon, Las Vegas 

HENRY C. DWORSHAK, Burley 1949 86 NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Frank F. Church, Boise 1957 8 NORRIS COTTON, Lebanon 
ILLINOIS MAURICE J. MURPHY, Portsmouth 

Paul H. Douglas, Chicago 1949 #15 NEW JERSEY 

EVERETT M. DIRKSEN, Pekin 1951 80 CLIFFORD P. CASE, Rahway 
INDIANA Harrison A. Williams, Jr., 

HOMER E. CAPEHART, Washington 1945 75 Westfield 

Vance Hartke, Evansville 1959 4 NEW MEXICO 
TOWA Dennis Chavez, Albuquerque 

BOURKE B. HICKENLOOPER, Clinton P. Anderson, Albuquerque 

Cedar Rapids 1945 84 NEW YORK ’ 

JACK R. MILLER, Sioux City 1961 78 JACOB K. JAVITS, New York City 
KANSAS KENNETH B. KEATING, Rochester 
ANDREW F. SCHOEPPEL, Wichita 1949 88 NORTH CAROLINA 

FRANK CARLSON, Concordia 1950 62 Samuel J. Ervin, Jr., Morganton 
KENTUCKY B. Everett Jordan, Saxapahaw 

JOHN S. COOPER, Somerset 1956 23 


THRUSTON B. MORTON, Louisville 1957. 67 
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Service 
Began ACA 
1937 49 
1948 37 
1949 46 
1959 9 
1951 . 92 
1953 58 
1945 70 
1961 6 
1955 0 
1959 0 
1949 1 
1959 2 
1943 67 
1947 64 
1953 4 
1960 0 
4953.30 
1961 6 
1954 94 
1955 91 
1954 33 
1959. 23 
1954 89 
1961 = 
19353 38 
1959 7 
1935: 22 
1949 928 
1957-27 
1959 = 54 
1954 48 
1958 54 

3, D. C. 





Member and Home City 


NORTH DAKOTA 

MILTON R. YOUNG, LaMoure 
Quentin N. Burdick, Fargo 
OHIO 

Frank J. Lausche, Cleveland 
Stephen M. Young, Shaker Hgts. 
OKLAHOMA 

Robert S. Kerr, Oklahoma City 
A. S. Mike Monroney, Okla. City 
OREGON 

Wayne L. Morse, Eugene 
Maurine B. Neuberger, Portland 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Joseph S. Clark, Philadelphia 
HUGH D. SCOTT, Philadelphia 
RHODE ISLAND 

John 0. Pastore, Cranston 
Claiborne Pell, Newport 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Olin D. Johnston, Spartanburg 
J. Strom Thurmond, Aiken 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

KARL E. MUNDT, Madison 
FRANCIS H. CASE, Custer 
TENNESSEE 











Estes Kefauver, Lookout Mountain 


Albert A. Gore, Carthage 
TEXAS 

Ralph W. Yarborough, Austin 
JOHN G. TOWER, Wichita Falls 
UTAH 


WALLACE F. BENNETT, Salt Lake Cityl1951 


Frank E. Moss, Salt Lake City 
VERMONT 

GEORGE D, AIKEN, Putney 
WINSTON L, PROUTY, Newport 
VIRGINIA 

Harry F. Byrd, Berryville 

A. Willis Robertson, Lexington 
WASHINGTON 

Warren G, Magnuson, Seattle 
Henry M. Jackson, Everett 
WEST VIRGINIA | 

Jennings Randolph, Elkins 
Robert C. Byrd, Sophia 
WISCONSIN 

ALEXANDER WILEY, Chippewa Falls 
William Proxmire, Madison 
WYOMING 

Gale W. McGee, Laramie 

John J. Hickey, Cheyenne 


Service 
Began ACA 
1945 53 
1960 0 
1957 79 
1959 10 
1949 31 
1951 18 
1945 4 
1961 0 
1957 3 
1959 49 
1950 14 
1961 12 
1945 31 
1956 8685 
1948 76 
1951 74 
1949 7 
1953 12 
1957 6 
1961 100 

85 
1959 7 
1941 39 
1959 56 
1933 94 
1946 84 
1944 8 
1953 2 
1958 4 
1959 21 
1939 38 
1957 14 
1959 4 
1961 18 
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Member and Home City 


ALABAMA 
1 Frank W. Boykin, Mobile 
2 George M. Grant, Troy 


3 Geo. W. Andrews, Union Springs 


4 Kenneth A. Roberts, Anniston 

5 Albert Rains, Gadsden 

6A. I. Selden, Jr., Greensboro 

7 Carl Elliott, Jasper 

8 Robert E. Jones, Scottsboro 

9 G Huddleston, Jr., Birmingham 
ALASKA 

Ralph J. Rivers, Fairbanks 

ARIZONA 

1 JOHN J. RHODES, Mesa 

2 Morris K. Udall, Tucson 
ARKANSAS 





1 Ezekiel C. Gathings, W. Memphis 


2 Wilbur D. Mills, Kensett 

3 James W. Trimble, Berryville 
4 Oren Harris, El Dorado 

5 T. Dale Alford, Little Rock 


6 Catherine D. Norrell, Monticello 


CALIFORNIA - Los Angeles 


15 GORDON L. McDONOUGH, Los Angeles 


16 A. E. BELL, Jr., Santa Monica 
17 Cecil R. King, Inglewood 

18 CRAIG HOSMER, Long Beach 

19 Chet Holifield, Montebello 

20 H, ALLEN SMITH, Glendale 

21 EDGAR W. HIESTAND, Altadena 
22 James C. Corman, Van Nuys 

23 Clyde Doyle, South Gate 


24 GLENARD P, LIPSCOMB, Los Angeles 
25 JOHN H, ROUSSELOT, San Gabriel 


26 James Roosevelt, Los Angeles 
CALIFORNIA - Outside Los Angeles 





Harold T. Johnson, Roseville 
John E. Moss, Sacramento 


Jeffery Cohelan, Berkeley 
George P. Miller, Alameda 
J. ARTHUR YOUNGER, San Mateo 
CHARLES S. GUBSER, Gilroy 
11 John J. McFall, Manteca 
12 B. F. Sisk, Fresno 
13 CHARLES M. TEAGUE, Ojai 
14 Harlan F. Hagen, Hanford 
27 Harry R. Sheppard, Yucaipa 
28 JAMES B. UTT, Santa Ana 
29 Dalip S. Saund, Westmorland 
30 ROBERT C,. WILSON, Chula Vista 
COLORADO 
1 Byron G. Rogers, Denver 
2 PETER H. DOMINICK, Englewood 
3 J. EDGAR CHENOWETH, Trinidad 
4 Wayne N. Aspinall, Palisade 
CONNECTICUT 
1 Emilio Q. Daddario, Hartford 


r 
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2 H. SEELY-BROWN, Jr., Pomfret Ctr 


3 Robert N. Giaimo, North Haven 

4 ABNER W, SIBAL, Norwalk 

5 John S. Monagan, Waterbury 
AL Frank Kowalski, Meriden 
DELAWARE 


H, B. McDowell, Jr., Middletown 


FLORIDA 
1 Wm. C, CRAMER, St. Petersburg 
2 C. E. Bennett, Jacksonville 
3 Robt. L. F. Sikes, Crestview 
4 Dante B. Fascell, Miami 
5 A. S. Herlong, Jr., Leesburg 
6 Paul G. Rogers, W. Palm Beach 
7 James A. Haley, Sarasota 
8 D. R. Matthews, Gainesville 
GEORGIA 
1G. Elliott Hagan, Sylvania 
John L. Pilcher, Meigs 
Elijah L. Forrester, Leesburg 
John J. Flynt, Jr., Griffin 


Carl Vinson, Milledgeville 
John W. Davis, Summerville 
Iris F. Blitch, Homerville 
Phillip M. Landrum, Jasper 
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Clement W. Miller, Corte Madera 


Wm. S. MAILLIARD, San Francisco 
John F, Shelley, San Francisco 
JOHN F. BALDWIN, Jr., Martinez 


James C. Davis, Stone Mountain 


Robt. G. Stephens, Jr., Athens 


Service 
Began 


1935 
1938 
1944 
1951 
1945 
1953 
1949 
1947 
1955 


1959 


1953 
1961 


1939 
1939 
1945 
1941 
1959 
1961 


1945 
1961 
1942 
1953 
1943 
1957 
1953 
1961 
1949 
1953 
1961 
1955 


1959 
1959 
1953 
1953 
1949 
1955 
1959 
1945 
1953 
1953 
1957 
1955 
1955 
1953 
1937 
1953 
1957 
1953 


1951 
1961 
1951 
1949 


1959 
1961 
1959 
1961 
1959 
1959 


1959 


1955 
1949 
1945 
1955 
1949 
1955 
1953 
1953 


1961 
1953 
1951 
1954 
1947 
1914 
1961 
1955 
1953 
1961 
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Member and Home City 


HAWALL 
Daniel K. Inouye, Honolulu 

IDAHO 

1 Gracie B. Pfost, Nampa 

2 Ralph R. Harding, Blackfoot 
ILLINOIS - Chicago 
William L. Dawson, Chicago 
Barratt O'Hara, Chicago 
William T. Murphy, Chicago 
EDW. J. DERWINSKI, S. Holland 
John C. Kluczynski, Chicago 
Thomas J. O'Brien, Chicago 
Roland V. Libonati, Chicago 
D. D. Rostenkowski, Chicago 
Sidney R. Yates, Chicago 
HAROLD R. COLLIER, Berwyn 
Roman C, Pucinski, Chicago 
Edw. R. Finnegan, Chicago 
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13 MARGUERITE S, CHURCH, Evanston 


ILLINOIS - Outside Chicago 

14 ELMER J, HOFFMAN, Wheaton 

15 NOAH M. MASON, Oglesby 

16 JOHN B. ANDERSON, Rockford 

17 LESLIE C, ARENDS, Melvin 

18 ROBERT H, MICHEL, Peoria 

19 ROBERT H. CHIPERFIELD, Canton 
20 PAUL FINDLEY, Pittsfield 


21 Peter F. Mack, Jr., Carlinville 
22 WILLIAM L. SPRINGER, Champaign 


23 George E. Shipley, Olney 
24 Melvin Price, E. St. Louis 
25 Kenneth J. Gray, W. Frankfort 
INDIANA 
1 Ray J. Madden, Gary 


2 CHARLES A. HALLECK, Rensselaer 


3 John Brademas, South Bend 

4 E. ROSS ADAIR, Fort Wayne 

5 J. Edward Roush, Huntington 

6 R. L. ROUDEBUSH, Noblesville 
7 WILLIAM G, BRAY, Martinsville 
8 
9 
10 


Winfield K. Denton, Evansville 


EARL WILSON, Bedford 
RALPH HARVEY, New Castle 
11 DONALD C, BRUCE, Indianapolis 
IOWA 
1 FRED SCHWENGEL, Davenport 


2 JAMES E, BROMWELL, Cedar Rapids 


3 HAROLD R, GROSS, Waterloo 

4 JOHN KYL, Bloomfield 

5 Neal Smith, Altoona 

6 Merwin Coad, Boone 

7 BEN F, JENSEN, Exira 

8 CHARLES B, HOEVEN, Alton 
KANSAS 

1 WILLIAM H, AVERY, Wakefield 

2 ROBERT F, ELLSWORTH, Lawrence 
3 WALTER L. McVEY, Independence 
4 GARNER E, SHRIVER, Wichita 

5 J. Floyd Breeding, Rolla 

6 ROBERT DOLE, Russell 
KENTUCKY 

1 Frank A. Stubblefield, Murray 
2 Wm. H. Natcher, Bowling Green 
3 Frank W. Burke, Louisville 

4 Frank Chelf, Lebanon 

5 Brent Spence, Fort Thomas 

6 John C, Watts, Nicholasville 
7 Carl D, Perkins, Hindman 

8 EUGENE SILER, Williamsburg 
LOUIS TIANA 

1 F Edward Hebert, New Orleans 

Hale Boggs, New Orleans 





Edin E, Willis, St. Martinville 


2 

3 

4 Joe Waggoner, Plain Dealin, 

5 Otto E. Passman, Monroe 

6 James H. Morrison, Hammond 

7 T. A. Thompson, Ville Platte 

8 Harold B. McSween, Alexandria 
MAINE 

1 PETER A, GARLAND, Saco 

2 S. R. TUPPER, Boothbay Harbor 

3 CLIFFORD G. McINTIRE, Perham 
MARYLAND 

1 Thomas F. Johnson, Berlin 

2 Daniel B. Brewster, Glyndon 

3 Edward A. Garmatz, Baltimore 

4 George H. Fallon, Baltimore 





5 Richard E, Lankford, Annapolis 


Service 


Began 


1959 


1953 
1961 


1943 
1953 
1959 
1959 
1951 
1943 
1957 
1959 
1949 
1957 
1959 
1961 
1951 


1959 
1937 
1961 
1935 
1957 
1939 
1961 
1949 
1951 
1959 
1945 
1955 


1943 
1935 
1959 
1951 
1959 
1961 
1951 
1955 
1961 
1961 
1961 


1955 
1961 
1949 
1960 
1959 
1957 
1939 
1943 


1955 
1961 
1961 
1961 
1957 
1961 


1959 
1953 
1959 
1945 
1931 
1951 
1949 
1955 


1941 
1947 
1949 
1961 
1947 
1943 
1953 
1959 


1961 
1961 
1951 


1959 
1959 
1947 
1945 
1955 
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Member and Home City 


Service 


Began 


6 C. McC. MATHIAS, Jr., Frederick 1961 


7 Samuel N. Friedel, Baltimore 
MASSACHUSETTS 
SILVLO 0. CONTE, Pittsfield 
Edward P. Boland, Springfield 
Philip J. Philbin, Clinton 
Harold D. Donohue, Worcester 
F. BRADFORD MORSE, Lowell 
WILLIAM H. BATES, Salem 
Thomas J. Lane, Lawrence 
Torbert H. Macdonald, Malden 


LAURENCE CURTIS, Boston 
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John W. McCormack, Dorchester 
13 James A, Burke, Milton 


14 J. W. MARTIN, Jr., N. Attleboro 


MICHIGAN - Detroit 
1 Lucien N, Nedzi, Detroit 





13 Charles C. Diggs, Jr., Detroit 


14 

15 John D, Dingell, Detroit 

16 John Lesinski, Dearborn 

17 Martha W. Griffiths, Detroit 
MICHIGAN - Outside Detroit 
GEORGE MEADER, Ann Arbor 

A. E. JOHANSEN, Battle Creek 
CLARE E, HOFFMAN, Allegan 

G. R. FORD, Jr., Grand Rapids 
C. E. CHAMBERLAIN, E. Lansing 
James G. O'Hara, Utica 

JAMES HARVEY, Saginaw 





Np 


9 ROBT. P, GRIFFIN, Traverse City 


10 ELFORD A, CEDERBERG, Bay City 


11 VICTOR A, KNOX, Sault Ste. Marie 


12 JOHN B,. BENNETT, Ontonagon 
18 WM. S. BROOMFIELD, Royal Oak 
MINNESOTA 

1 ALBERT H, QUIE, Dennison 

2 ANCHER NELSEN, Hutchinson 

3 CLARK MacGREGOR, Plymouth 

4 Joseph E. Karth, St. Paul 

5 WALTER H. JUDD, Minneapolis 

6 Fred Marshall, Grove City 

7 H. CARL ANDERSEN, Tyler 

8 John A, Blatnik, Chisholm 

9 ODIN LANGEN, Kennedy 
MISSISSIPPI 

1 Thomas G. Abernethy, Okolona 

2 Jamie L. Whitten, Charleston 

3 Frank E. Smith, Greenwood 

4 John B, Williams, Raymond 

5 Arthur Winstead, Philadelphia 

6 William M. Colmer, Pascagoula 
MISSOURL 
Frank M. Karsten, St. Louis 


Leonor K. Sullivan, St. Louis 
Wm. J. Randall, Independence 
Richard Bolling, Kansas City 
W. R. Hull, Jr., Weston 
DURWARD G. HALL, Springfield 
Richard Ichord, Houston 
Clarence Cannon, Elsberry 
Paul C. Jones, Kennett 
Morgan M. Moulder, Camdenton 
MONTANA 

1 Arnold Olsen, Helena 

2 JAMES F. BATTIN, Billings 
NEBRASKA 

1 PHILLIP H. WEAVER, Falls City 

2 GLENN C, CUNNINGHAM, Omaha 
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3 RALPH F. BEERMANN, Dakota City 


4 DAVID T. MARTIN, Kearney 
NEVADA 
Walter S. Baring, Reno 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
1 C, E. MERROW, Center Ossipee 
2 PERKINS BASS, Peterborough 
NEW JERSEY 








1 WILLIAM T, CAHILL, Collingswood 


2 MILTON W. GLENN, Margate City 
3 JAMES C, AUCHINCLOSS, Rumson 
4 Frank Thompson, Jr., Trenton 


HASTINGS KEITH, W. Bridgewater 


Thos. P. O'Neill, Jr., Cambridge 


THOS. B. CURTIS, Webster Groves 


1953 


1959 
1953 
1943 
1947 
1961 
1950 
1941 
1955 
1959 
1953 
1953 
1928 
1959 
1925 


1961 
1955 


1955 
1951 
1955 


1951 
1955 
1935 
1949 
1957 
1959 
1961 
1957 
1953 
1953 
1947 
1957 


1958 
1959 
1961 
1959 
1943 
1949 
1939 
1947 
1959 


1943 
1941 
1951 
1947 
1943 
1933 


1947 
1951 
1953 
1959 
1949 
1955 
1961 
1961 
1923 
1948 
1949 


1961 
1961 


1955 
1957 
1961 
1961 


1957 


1943 
1955 


1959 
1957 
1943 
1955 


5 P, FRELINGHUYSEN, Jr., Morristown1953 


6 FLORENCE P. DWYER, Elizabeth 
7 WM. B. WIDNALL, Saddle River 
8 Charles S. Joelson, Paterson 


1957 
1950 
1961 


17 


26 
80 


63 
78 
82 

9 
76 
60 
71 
17 
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Service 








Member and Home City Began 
9 FRANK C. OSMERS, Jr., Tenafly 1951 
10 Peter W. Rodino, Jr., Newark 1949 
11 Hugh J. Addonizio, Newark 1949 
12 GEO. M. WALLHAUSER, Maplewood 1959 
13 C. E. Gallagher, Bayonne 1959 
14 D. V. Daniels, Jersey City 1959 
NEW MEXICO 
AL Joseph M. Montoya, Santa Fe 1957 
AL Thomas G. Morris, Tucumcari 1959 
NEW YORK - New York City 
4 SEYMOUR HALPERN, Forest Hills 1959 
5 Joseph P. Addabbo, Ozone Park 1961 
6 
7 J. J. Delaney, Long Island City 1949 
8 Victor L. Anfuso, Brooklyn 1955 
9 Eugene J. Keogh, Brooklyn 1937 
10 Edna F. Kelly, Brooklyn 1949 
11 Emanuel Celler, Brooklyn 1923 
12 Hugh L. Carey, Brooklyn 1961 
13 Abraham J. Multer, Brooklyn 1947 
14 John J, Rooney, Brooklyn 1944 
15 JOHN H. RAY, Staten Island 1953 
16 Adam C, Powell, New York City 1945 
17 JOHN V. LINDSAY, New York City 1959 
18 A. E. Santangelo, New York City 1957 
19 Leonard Farbstein, New York City 1957 
20 William F, Ryan, New York City 1961 
21 Herbert Zelenko, New York City 1955 
22 James C. Healey, Bronx 1956 
23 Jacob H. Gilbert, Bronx 1960 
24 Charles A. Buckley, Bronx 1935 
25 PAUL A, FINO, Bronx 1953 
NEW YORK - Outside New York City 
1 Otis G. Pike, Riverhead 1961 
2 STEVEN B. DEROUNIAN, Roslyn 1953 
3 FRANK J. BECKER, Lynbrook 1953 
26 EDWIN B, DOOLEY, Mamaroneck 1957 
27 ROBERT R, BARRY, Yonkers 1959 
28 KATHARINE ST. GEORGE, Tuxedo Pk. 1947 
29 J. ERNEST WHARTON, Richmondville 1951 
30 Leo W. O'Brien, Albany 1952 
31 C. J. KING, Saratoga Springs 1961 
32 S. S. Stratton, Schenectady 1959 
33 CLARENCE E. KILBURN, Malone 1940 
34 ALEXANDER PIRNIE, Utica 1959 
35 R. WALTER RIEHLMAN, Tully 1947 
36 JOHN TABER, Auburn 1923 
37 HOWARD W. ROBISON, Owego 1958 
38 JESSICA McC. WEIS, Rochester 1959 
39 HAROLD C, OSTERTAG, Attica 1951 
40 WILLIAM E. MILLER, Olcott 1951 
41 Thaddeus J. Dulski, Buffalo 1959 
42 JOHN R. PILLION, Lake View 1953 
43 CHARLES E, GOODELL, Jamestown 1959 
NORTH CAROLINA 
1 Herbert C. Bonner, Washington 1940 
2 Lawrence H, Fountain, Tarboro 1953 
3 David N. Henderson, Wallace 1961 
4 Harold D. Cooley, Nashville 1934 
5 Ralph J. Scott, Danbury 1957 
6 Horace R. Kornegay, Greensboro 1961 
7 Alton Lennon, Wilmington 1957 
8 A. Paul Kitchin, Wadesboro 1957 
9 Hugh Q. Alexander, Kannapolis 1953 
10 CHARLES R. JONAS, Lincolnton 1953 
11 Basil L. Whitener, Gastonia 1957 
12 Roy A. Taylor, Black Mountain 1960 
NORTH DAKOTA 
AL DON L. SHORT, Medora 1959 
AL HJALMAR NYGAARD, Enderlin 1961 
OHIO 
1 GORDON H. SCHERER, Cincinnati 1953 
2 DONALD D, CLANCY, Cincinnati 1961 
3 PAUL F. SCHENCK, Dayton 1951 
4 WILLIAM M. McCULLOCH, Piqua 1947 
5 DELBERT L. LATIA, Bowling Green 1959 
6 WILLIAM H, HARSHA, Jr. Portsmouth1961 
7 CLARENCE J. BROWN, Blanchester 1939 
8 JACKSON E, BETIS, Findlay 1951 
9 Thomas L. Ashley, Waterville 1955 
10 Walter H. Moeller, Lancaster 1959 
11 Robert E. Cook, Ravenna 1959 
12 SAMUEL L. DEVINE, Columbus 1959 
13 CHARLES A. MOSHER, Oberlin 1961 
14 WILLIAM H, AYRES, Akron 1951 
15 TOM V. MOOREHEAD, Zanesville 1961 
16 FRANK T. BOW, Canton 1951 
17 JOHN M,. ASHBROOK, Johnstown 1961 
18 Wayne L. Hays, Flushing 1949 


December 29, 1961 \ 
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--- reprints of “ROSTER OF CONGRESSMEN” at 


ORDER BLANK 
HUMAN EVENTS, 410 First Street, S. E. 


(-] Payment enclosed 


Washington 3, D. C. 


C) Bill me 


Service Service 
Member and Home City Began ACA Member and Home City Began ACA 
19 Michael J. Kirwan, Youngstown 1937 18 7 Tom Murray, Jackson 1943 70 
20 Michael A. Feighan, Cleveland 1943 24 8 Robt. A. Everett, Union City 1958 30 
21 Charles A. Vanik, Cleveland 1955 23 9 Clifford Davis, Memphis 1940 27 
22 FRANCES P, BOLTON, Cleveland 1940 89 TEXAS 
23 WM. E, MINSHALL, Jr. Rocky River 1955 98 1 Wright Patman, Texarkana 1929 21 
OKLAHOMA 2 Jack B. Brooks, Beaumont 1953 15 
1 PAGE BELCHER, Enid 1951 85 3 Lindley Beckworth, Gladewater 1957 24 
2 Ed Edmondson, Muskogee 1953 7 4 
3 Carl B. Albert, McAlester 1947 5 5 BRUCE ALGER, Dallas 1955 100 
4 Tom Steed, Shawnee 1949 22 6 Olin E. Teague, College Station 1946 48 
5 John Jarman, Oklahoma City 1951 38 7 John Dowdy, Athens 1932. Fi 
6 Victor Wickersham, Mangum 1961 9 8 Albert Thomas, Houston 1937 19 
OREGON 9 Clark W. Thompson, Galveston 1947 23 
1 WALTER NORBLAD, Stayton 1946 71 10 Homer Thornberry, Austin 1949 17 
2 Albert C. Ullman, Baker 1957 2 11 William R. Poage, Waco 1937 35 
3 Edith Green, Portland 1953 23 12 James C. Wright, Jr., Ft. Worth 1955 29 
4 EDWIN R. DURNO, Medford 1961 100 13 
PENNSYLVANIA - Philadelphia 14 John Young, Corpus Christi 1957 26 
1 Wm A. Barrett, Philadelphia 1949 7 15 Joe M. Kilgore, McAllen 1955 57 
2 Kathryn E. Granahan, Phila. 1956 9 16 J. T. Rutherford, Odessa 1955 37 
3 James A. Byrne, Phila. 1953 8 17 Omar Burleson, Anson 1947 59 
4 Robert N. C. Nix, Phila. 1958 8 ' 18 Walter E. Rogers, Pampa 1951 45 
5 Wm. J. Green, Jr., Phila. 1949 7 19 George H. Mahon, Lubbock 1935 48 
6 Herman Toll, Phila. 1959 3 20 H. B. Gonzalez, San Antonio 1961 - 
PENNSYLVANIA - Pittsburgh 21 0. Clark Fisher, San Angelo 1943 62 
27 JAMES G, FULTON, Pittsburgh 1945 38 22 Robert R. Casey, Houston 1959 59 
28 Wm. S. Moorhead, Pittsburgh 1959: 5 UTAH 
29 ROBERT J. CORBETT, Pittsburgh 1945 42 1M. Blaine Peterson, Ogden 1961 . O 
30 Elmer J. Holland, Pittsburgh 1990 5.3 2 David S. King, Salt Lake City 1959 15 
PENNSYLVANIA - Outside Big Cities VERMONT 
7 Wm. H. MILLIKEN, Jr. Sharon Hill 1959 76 ROBT. T. STAFFORD, Rutland City 1961 73 
8 W. S, CURTIN, Morrisville 1957 60 VIRGINIA 
9 PAUL B. DAGUE, Downingtown 1947 91 1 Thos. N. Downing, Newport News 1959 67 
10 WM. W. SCRANTON, Dalton 1961 58 2 Porter Hardy, Jr., Churchland 1947 50 
11 D. J. Flood, Wilkes-Barre 1955 10 3 J. Vaughan Gary, Richmond 1945 81 
12 IVOR D. FENTON, Mahanoy City 1939 72 4 W. M. Abbitt, Appomattox 1948 84 
13 RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, Lansdale 1961 83 5 Wm. M. Tuck, S. Boston 1953 85 
14 George M. Rhodes, Reading 1949 10 6 RICHARD H. POFF, Radford 1953 97 
15 Francis E. Walter, Easton 1933. -22 7 Burr P. Harrison, Winchester 1946 80 
16 JOHN C, KUNKEL, Harrisburg 1961 83 8 Howard W. Smith, Broad Run 1931 81 
17 H. T. SCHNEEBELI, Williamsport 1960 72 9 W. Pat Jennings, Marion 1955 27 
18 J. IRVING WHALLEY, Windber 1961 73 10 JOEL T, BROYHILL, Arlington 1953 86 
19 GEO. A. GOODLING, Loganville 1961 83 WASHINGTON 
20 JAMES E. VAN ZANDT, Altoona 1947 59 1 THOMAS M, PELLY, Port Blakely 1953 84 
21 John H. Dent, Jeannette 1958 20 2 JACK WESTLAND, Everett 1953 87 
22 JOEN P, SAYLOR, Johnstown 1949 57 3 Julia B. Hansen, Cathlamet 1961 O 
23 LEON H. GAVIN, Oil City 1943 71 4 CATHERINE MAY, Yakima 1959 74 
24 CARROLL D. KEARNS, Farrell 1947 61 5 WALTER F. HORAN, Wenatchee 1943 57 
25 Frank M. Clark, Bessemer 1955 21 6 THOR C, TOLLEFSON, Tacoma 1947 45 
26 Thos. E. Morgan, Fredericktown 1945 9 7 Donald H. Magnuson, Seattle 1953 7 
RHODE ISLAND WEST VIRGINIA 
1F. J. St. Germain, Woonsocket 1961 8 1 ARCH A, MOORE, Jr., Glendale 1957 63 
2 John E. Fogarty, Harmony 1945 20 2 Harley O. Staggers, Keyser 1949 17 
SOUTH CAROLINA 3 Cleveland M. Bailey, Clarksburg 1949 23 
1 L. Mendel Rivers, Charleston 1941 49 4 Kenneth Hechler, Huntington 1930 17 
2 John J. Riley, Sumter 1951 59 5 Elizabeth Kee, Bluefield 1951 16 
3 Wm. J. B. Dorn, Greenwooa 1951 70 6 John M. Slack, Jr., Charleston 1959 11 
4 Robt. T. Ashmore, Greenville 1953 70 WISCONSIN 
5 Robt. W. Hemphill, Chester 1957 45 1 H, C, SCHADEBERG, Burlington 1961 100 
6 John L. McMillan, Florence 1939 57 2 Robt. W. Kastenmeier, Watertown 1959 5 
SOUTH DAKOTA 3 V. W. THOMSON, Richland Center 1961 83 
1 BEN REIFEL, Aberdeen 1961 70 4 C. J. Zablocki, Milwaukee 1949 11 
2 ELLIS Y, BERRY, McLaughlin 1951 87 5 Henry S, Reuss, Milwaukee 1955 2 
TENNESSEE 6 WM. K. VAN PELT, Fond du Lac 1951 91 
1 LOUISE G, REECE, Johnson City 1961 67 7 MELVIN R. LAIRD, Marshfield 1953 90 
2 HOWARD H. BAKER, Huntsville 1951 56 8 JOHN W. BYRNES, Green Bay 1945 92 
3 J. B. Frazier, Jr., Chattanooga 1949 27 9 L. R. Johnson, Black River Falls 1953 10 
4 Joe L. Evins, Smithville 1947 29 10 ALVIN E, O'KONSKI, Mercer 1943 36 
5 J. Carlton Loser, Nashville 1957 36 WYOMING 
6 Ross Bass, Pulaski 1955 14 WM, H, HARRISON, Sheridan 1961 83 





Additional copies of this 4-page article: single copy 20c (coins not stamps); 
10 copies $1; 25 copies $2; 100 copies $5; 500 copies $20; 1,000 copies $30. 
in 5,000 lots $25 per thousand. Unless otherwise ordered, reprints are 
sent by fourth-class mail delivery, which takes ten days to two weeks for 


delivery. For first-class mail delivery of 4-page articles add Ic per copy; 
for airmail add 2c per copy. 
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Practical Politics—VI 





Your Campaign 


7 YOU ARE BACKING a candidate who happens 
to be a millionaire, you can stop reading right 
here and tune in again next week. Those of you who 
don’t have the cash to finance a third-grade campaign 
for the class presidency, however, will find the following 
information useful. 


You’ve learned that political action costs money. Big 
labor is pouring millions of dollars into campaign 
advertising to influence public opinion and to help 
elect friends of labor to office. To hold your own against 
the heavy flow of political ‘‘education” money from 
COPE (labor’s Committee on Political Ecucation) and 
the AFL-CIO, you must try to raise funds from the 
many middle-income families in your neighborhood. 
This is not easy, but it can be done—and done suc- 
cessfully. 


As a minimum, you should have as many people 
to collect funds as you had to conduct your regis- 
tration canvass. Ideally, the same people who asked 
neighbor “A” for the file-card information should 
ask neighbor ‘‘A” for the campaign contribution. 
But don’t burden one collector with so many persons 
to contact that he will become discouraged before he 
even starts. The average worker can collect contri- 
butions from about 20 persons without an inordinate 
expenditure of time and energy. Anything beyond this 
becomes tedious. 


Collectors should be trained: (a) to answer all ques- 
tions about your organization’s candidate, and (b) to 
approach people positively, appealing simply and di- 
rectly to them as good citizens. They should be equipped 
with receipi books and backed with a co-ordinated, 
wholehearted and well-publicized campaign. 


Remember, political contributions are not deductible 
from income for tax purposes. Nor may corporations 
make financial contributions. Companies may, how- 
ever, distribute voting records of members of Congress 
and urge people to study issues and vote. Beyond that, 
as far as can be determined from recent Supreme Court 
decisions, corporations may not venture. So don’t ask 
them in the first place. 


There is really nothing new as far as campaigns go. 
There may be slight variations in technique but most 
of these have already been published and put into 
practice somewhere. Among the more successful of these 
variations is the couples’ campaign. 


HEN A HUSBAND is asked for his time or a wife 

is asked for her help, chances are that their first 
reaction will be mixed. They would like to help but 
aren’t quite sure how their respective spouses will take 
their absence from the household. The couples’ idea 
not only meets this objection but serves some very 
practical ends at the same time. Quite bluntly, a man 
and wife can carry the necessary materials more easily 
than one person can. That includes file cards, flash- 
light, questionnaires, ad infinitum. Moreover, the person 
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upon whom you are calling feels more at ease when, 
in fact, another family is doing the calling. The conver- 
sation can be more relaxed and, who knows, you may ° 
have interests in common. 


But even more important, you are getting two en- 
tirely different viewpoints designed to serve the same 
purpose. Have you ever noticed how often a woman 
will give entirely different reasons for her support of 
a candidate than will a man? Also, men have yet to 
develop that uncanny telepathy that flashes between 
women c mmunicating ideas and sincerity with the 
speed of < teletype machine. 


Moreover, a man and woman operating together 
can retain far more information on a voter’s attitude 
than one person operating alone. After leaving a house- 
hold, the couple can fill in each other’s blank spots to 
achieve a complete picture. 


Your big job, of course, is to personalize your 
campaign. There is no better way than families work- 
ing together to elect an official in the town-meeting 
tradition. Politics become a here-and-now concern 
rather than a headline or a news broadcast. 


OUR CAMPAIGN is as strong as the strength of 

the case you build against your opponent. To 
build a case, you must have the facts. But digging 
for facts is a job in itself for which you will needa 
full-time research chairman. 


Among the material which your research volunteers 
should collect are the opposition’s policies on national, 
state and local issues. If you are facing an incumbent, 
a complete job of research is necessary on his voting 
record. Whether your opponent is an incumbent or 
not, you will need plenty of specific data on the votes 
of his party members, both nationally and locally. 


Much of this material is readily available through 
the state and national committees of both your own 
party and the opponents. But most of the background 
will have to be culled from newspapers and magazines. 
HUMAN EVENTS and the ACA-Index will be par- 
ticularly useful. 


Your research committee should begin well in ad- 
vance of the campaign to collect copies of the oppo- 
nent’s newsletters and speeches. One effective way of 
building a case against him is to write two letters on 
each major issue asking for his position. One query 
should have a conservative slant and the other a lib- 
eral viewpoint. 


Chances are that you will receive two very different 
replies, each designed to please the letter writer. This 
sort of material is devastating at the polls, showing 
your opposition to be a vacillating, petty politician 
who is not only lacking in conviction, but is out to 
fool you—the people. 


Next week: Women, Children and Shut-ins. 


HUMAN EVENTS 














